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and I do not think it is the place of the Senate @ | tercourse, has been returned from the House of 
of Congress. ‘Those laws have been passed. It 
is a local arrangement for the benefit of the citi- | 


placed at the bottom of the Atlantic ocean, sub- 
Representatives with amendments, which will be ject to the action of storms, wind, drifts, shifting 
read, of banks, and every manner of imaginable acci- 
zens of that Territory. Ifthey have done wrong, || The Secretary read the amendments. The first || dent. Without any survey, without any report 
jt is no more than others have done under similar || is to amend the following proviso— showing the practicability of the scheme, we are 
circumstances. They have gone to an extreme. | Provided further, That the United States and the citi- | asked to engage in it, and join in a partnership 
Experience will enable them to right themselves, i cemee eadiwunns ae = wr ial df dear eee = with Great Britain, which owns both the termini 
and put themselves right before the country. || oometerms sash ennaliitheneshiamanante ae stipslaneain Steet —Newfoundland and [reland—without any stip- 
Many of the things that have been condemned in || of tne Government of Great Britain,and the subjects there- | Ulation that when we get a message to Ireland 
them have been rightfully done; but whether right || 


of, in the contract so to be’entered into by such person, per- || we can get it across to London, or that when we 
or wrong, they are the proper judges of their own || 89S, or association, with that Government. 


get itto Newfoundland we can even get it to Bos- 


interests. | | so as to make it read: ||ton and New England. Yet when the line is 
To examine, therefore, whether, by one sweep- || __ Provided further, That the United States and the citizens || thus cut off, we propose to give this amount to a 


thereof shall enjoy the use of the said submarine telegraph 


es bet! || private company, 
5 . r 3 a || communication for all time, on the same terms and condi tT . . : 
the Legislature of Kansas shall be wiped out, || gions which shall be stipulated in favor of the Government When this bill was here before, we did not 


brings up certain questions of right—questions | of Great Britain and the subjects thereof, recognizing equal- know what the company was. I have been look- 
of law. Which is the appropriate committee to || ity of rights among the citizens of the United States in the || ing into the subject, and I have read the bill, 
investigate them? I do not desire this bill to be || "se of said submarine communication and the lines of tel- 
iid on the table Why? If laid on the table it || egraph which may, at any time, connect with the same at 
al ? . ‘ c CG to | 


ing brush of the pencil, the whole laws passed by | 


which says: 


. 4 5 | its terminus on the coast of Newfoundland and in the Uni- sé Provided further, That the contract to be made by the 

js smothered; it would look like shunning the || ted States, in any contract so to be entered into by such || British Government shall not be different from that already 

> yonsibility of an investigation; it would look || person, persons, or association, with that Government; proposed by that Government to the New York, Newfound- 

res} 4 : 2. . . land, and London Telegraph Company, except sueh pro- 
like ¢ the issue; but if we refer it to that The House of Represe ives als . se ee ee Se ee ; 

like dodging CS 1e ouse oO ve pres ntatives aiso pi Opost to visions as may be necessary to eecure to each Government 


committee, which has as much character as any || add the following proviso at the end of the bill: 
other in this Government, tlfey can investigate it 
and say whether Kansas has transcended the 


the transmission of its own messages by its own agents.’? 
And provided further, That it shall be in the power of Does any man know what proposi\ions were 


Congress, after ten years, to terminate said contract upon |} made by the British Government to this New- 
limits and boundaries of the authority conferred || giving one year’s notice to the parties to such contract. foundland, London, and New York Telegraph 


by the organic act. Perhaps I ought to remark Mr. HUNTER. I suggest whether it would || Company? Who are the Newfoundland, Lon- 
that, in my view, the authority is not conferred || not be best to refer this bill to a committee. I || don, and New York Telegraph Company? Where 
by the organic act; it is an inherent, original || think it is evident, from the consideration which || is their charter? What is their responsibility ? 
right, and this organic act simply declares it. || has been had of it in the House of Representa- || Are they incorporated in America or in England? 
Mr. WELLER. It must be obvious to the || tives, that it requires amendment. I suggest to || Is not this corporation a ‘‘ man of straw?”? Does 

| 

| 

| 


Senate that we are about to become engaged in a || the Senator from Texas [Mr. Rusk] that he refer || any one know anything about it? Lask any Sen- . 
general discussion of the Kansas-Nebraska ques- || it to the committee from which it came—the Com- |) ator, in giving away these $70,000 per annum, do 
tion again. I voted against laying this bill on the || mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, for the you know what this company is, or what are its 
table before, because I was anxious to have it || purpose of throwing some additional safeguards || responsibilities? What assurance have you that 
referred to the Judiciary Committee, in order || around it. If it meets his approbation, [ shall || it will do anything it promises? Under whose 
that they might be able so to shape the bill as to |} make that motion. || control is the Newfoundland, London, and New 
command the support of the Senate. It is very || Mr. RUSK. I think the amendments are very || York Telegraph Company? I suppose it consists 
certain that the bill, in its present form, can never || plain, and can be easily understood. The bill was || of some un-Americanized New Yorkers, in combi- 
pass the Senate; and it is equally certain that we || not discussed very much here; but it was well || nation—I will not say with Newfoundland Yan- 
are about to consume the whole day in a useless || understood at the time of its passage.in the Sen- || kees, because that would be wrong; I have great 
and unprofitable debate. It is for the purpose, || ate. It isa plain bill, which, it strikes me, re- || respect for them. 





therefore, of getting rid of the debate, and pro- || quires no further investigation. I move thatthe || If you are not casting pearls before swine, I ask 
ceeding to the consideration of important bills || Senate concur in the amendments of the House || is it not the very extreme of extravagance and 
now pending, that 1 make the motion to lay the || of Representatives at once. || nonsense to give so much money to such a com- 


bill on the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Chair || pany as this for a scheme of the kind now pro- 
Mr. GREEN. Although I am in favor of the 


| understand the Senator from Virginia to move to || posed? 


fullest investigation, and hence I moved the ref- || refer the amendments to the Committee on the Does anybody know anything about the charter 
erence of this bill to the Committee on the Judi- || Post Office and Post Roads? || of the company; or who compose it; or who 
ciary, I shall now vote in accordance with the || Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. \\ heads and controls it; or where its responsibility 
wishes of my friends who desire to lay the bill | Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I want this || is; and what advantage you are to receive after 
on the table. || bill referred, and upon that subject I have a few || you make the contract? Eneland owns both ends 


Mr. SEWARD. I call for the yeas and nays || words to say. of theline. She can take it by force if she chooses. 
on the motion to lay on the table. || As I said a few weeks ago, I was perfectly as- || When you get a message to Ireland, you cannot 
Mr. BIGLER. I wished to have the subject || tounded when this bill passed the Senate, never || cross the channel; and when you get to New- 
investigated by the Committee on Territories, but || supposing such a thing would pass. I never || foundland, you are not sure of being able to reach 


I shall vote with my friends. imagined that Jabez Vigus would ever get back || New York or Boston, unless she chooses to allow 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not |} here with a tail stuck to him. I had no idea or || you to do so. 

in order. | conception in the world of that. This submarine || The Senator from New York [Mr. Sewarp] 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being || telegraph bill has come back amended and con- || introduced this bill originally. He introduced it, 

taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 20; as follows: cocted and fixed up by the House of Represent- || no doubt, as all of us have to introduce a great 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, But- || atives. I acknowledge that I want it referred for || many measures, to oblige our constituents. He 
ler, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Evans, Fitch, Fitzpat- || the express purpose of sending it to a committee || is a man for whom I have great respect, on ac- 
rick, Geyer, Green, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of lowa, || room, which shall be to it the tomb of the Cap- || count of his urbanity, intelligence, and goodness 
Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Rusk, ors | . . : ; 
Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Tou- || Ulets, where it will sleep the sleep of death, and | of heart; but when his people come here to him, 
cey, and Welier—30. | never again come before us in this Chamber. | and he has to put in for a Collins’s steamer line, 


og ee hee een ee _ of oat Sir, L have served many years in this and the || and for a Colt’s pistol patent, and at last comes 
nessee, Brodhead, Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, : aN. pg A Se Lik a ooo een eae eee te one, 
Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Houston, James, Nourse, Pugh, || other House, but I have never seen such a prop- || up with a submarine telegraphs I suppose itr 








Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—20. || osition for the lavish expenditure of the public || sults from the exigency of his position. ei 
. > re is ¢ jec ine || i i the State of New York. 

: laid on the table. money. Here is a project to run a submarine || nothing to say against 
So the bill was telegraph from the coast of Newfoundland to the || She is a great State, commanding the transporta- 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. coast of Ireland. You have no hydrographic sur- || tion of the whole country with her ocean steamers 


A message from the House of Representatives, || Vey of the face of the ocean, and you know just || and her immense commerce, with ever thing that 
by Mr. Cuxxom, its Clerk, announced that the || 48 much about it as you do about the valleys and || makes her grand, and swells the patriot’s heart. 
House agreed to.the amendment of the Senate to || the mountains in the moon. Whether the wire || In fact, I feel exultant and swell up myself when 
the bill CH. R. No. 272) for the relief of the heirs will be broken by a whale or by aniceberg, or cut || I think about that State, with her rising star— 
of the late Colonel John Hardin. | off 4 he shark, you cannot tell. No one knows || ‘‘ Excelsior’’ inscribed upon it — like the rising 
Also, that it agreed to the amendment of the | whether it is feasible or practicable or possible, || sun, still going up ‘‘ higher, and ** higher, 


Senate to the amendment of the House of Repre- || OF not. In the best of books we are cautioned || and ‘‘ higher,’’ and brighter in her glory and 


sentatives to the bill (S. No. 190) relating to | against casting pearls before swine. || her strength; but when they come here with their 
foreign coins and the coinage of cents at the Mint || The poate from New York, [Mr. Sew- |} Collins’s steamers and their Colt’s revolvers and 
of the United States. arp]—TI do not intend to say anything except || their submarine telegraphs, it presents a different 


: what the extremest politeness requires in refer- || complexion. We all have to introduce measures 

OCEANIC TELEGRAPH. ence to him—is here with about a foot or a foot || for our constituents, and I do not blame the Sen- 
The PRESIDENT pro te ¢. The bill (S. || and a half of wire, which he submitted to our in- || ator from New York for having done so in this 
No. 493) to expedite telegraphic communication || spection as a specimen, when he originally intro- || case; and in reference to him personally I would 
for the uses of the Government in its foreign in- |! duced this measure. That little wire is to be |) say nothing disrespectful. e all know that 


48 
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New York now commands the commerce of the 
country. Capital attracts business; business goes 
to capital; they act and react on each other. I 
wish Alexander Hamilton and General Wash- 
ington could come back there, and take a look at 
the place, and just see what itis now. Iam not 
going to moot the proposition, that if De Witt 
Clinton, instead of living at New York, had lived 


at Richmond or Norfolk, where the climate is | 


milder, there we should have the commerce of the 
country. This seems to be a scheme of a com- 
pany which is partly a New York company. I 
ain not going to say anything about New Yorkers 
but what is trae. I infer a great many favorable 
things about Buchanan’s administration from one 
single fact: I have not heard a man say that a 
New Yorker was to go into the Cabinet. I infer 
so from asecond consideration—that I have never 


~: . - | 
heard a man say a word about the Cincinnati 


platform. { Laughter. } 
coming for the country. 

Love rybody knows that in a commercial com- 
munity, such as you have in New York and in 
London, they look upon the Government, the 
Government contracts, the Government transport- 
ation, and the acquisition of territory. Every- 
thing depends on the almighty dollar influence. 
This proposition is a job for commerce and for 
profit. Llere you propose to give a large sum of 


I think a good time is 





money to the New York, Newfoundland, and | 


London Telegraph Company for laying down a | 


wire between Ireland and Newfoundland. But, 


sir, if there is a Senator here who will tell me he 


knows what the New York, Newfoundland, and 


London Telegraph Company is, I shall be much | 


obliged to him. 


We have no statistics; we have | 


no facts; we have no hydrostatic survey; we do | 


not know anything in the world about the feasi- | 


bility of this scheme. It is a proposition to take 


* so much money out of Uncle Sam’s pocket—I do 


not say take it out feloniousl y—but itis ramming 


your hand, into his pocket, and snatching out | 


money for a company of this sort. 

i am for a reference of this subject, if the gen- 
tleman from Virginia moves it. When this bill 
came up, | supposed it was some humbug, and 
that nothing in the world was going to come out 
of it. I had paid no attention to it. 
ting on this side of the Chamber, nearly solitary 
and alone, a spared monument of mercy, the 


j 
| 
i 


| of this country. 








Kentucky as much as they now do for mules and 
bacon and pickled pork. Itis stealing our money. 
That is one reason why I am against it. 

A submarine telegraph! Sir, I have great con- 
fidence in the reserved good sense of the people 
I have great reliance upon the 
virtue and integrity of the people. I trust the 
sober sense of the people, but not the wild notions 
of politicians who go off erratically from their 
orbit—who in a jiffy will get upa bill of this sort, 
no one knowing anything about it, and pass it at 
once. Seventy thousand dollars per annum are 
to be voted out of the Treasury in that sort of 
way. Well, sir, | suppose the Federal Govern- 
ment is regarded as a nice old goose, that ought 
to be plucked anyhow; and I have some sort of 
patience when our own people come along to 
pluck her. I can stand a land-State man, as he 
calls himself, coming and making a grab. It re- 
minds me of the specious Augustus Tomlinson, 
the highwayman of Paul Clifford, who, having 
stopped a traveling carriage, in smooth accents 
said to its inmates, ** Ladies and gentlemen, I 


| am sorry to disturb you, but want is imperious; 


oblige me with your money, your watches, your 
rings, and any other little commodities of a sim- 
ilar nature.’? Having received from the squire 
a purse and a hunting watch in response to the 
dollents request, the gentle applicant expressed 
the opinion that the watch was more valuable 
from its weight than from its workmanship. 
** Hlowever,’’ quoth he, ‘* 1 will not wound your 
vanity by affecting to be fastidious; but surely 
the young lady, as you call her—(for I pay you 
the compliment of believing your word as to her 
age, inasmuch as the night 1s too dark to allow 
me the happiness of a personal inspection)—the 
young lady has surely some little trinket she can 
dispense with. ‘ Beauty when unadorned,’ you 
know, ‘is adorned the most.’”’ The lady drew 
forth a silk purse, to which she added a gold 
chain, which ‘Tomlinson took with an affectionate 
squeeze of the hand and a polite apology. The 
gleam of jewels that the lady sought to conceal, 
because in them was set her mother’s picture, 


|| and her mother was dead, attracted the robber’s 


I was sit- | 


only Whig left here, (laughter]|—and looking | 


over to the other side of the Chamber for general 
justice. Isawamanin whose urbanity, in whose 


politeness, in whose intelligence, in whose direct, | 


plain, common sense, I have great confidence, 
rising to support the bill. 
gentleman somewhat like one of Mr. Under- 
wood’s constituents did in regard to the north 
star. He did not know the cause or reason or 
philosophy of things; but at the time it was said 
the sun burnt blue, and we had the metcoric 
showers, he got up alarmed at night, and ran out, 
and really almost gave way; but said he, ** I got 
my eye on the north star, and while that stood 
firm T never trembled nor.was shaken.’? When 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] the other 
day, got up just like one of his mustangs taking 
a stampede, [laughter,] and made a speech for 
this bill, it seemed to me that the north star on 
that side of the Chamber was shaken out of its 
socket, and it scared me. [Laughter.] 

The Senator from Texas told us this line would 
be of great advantage to the cotton-planters. I 
should like to know what the eentleman from 


I felt in regard to that | 


Mississippi and the gentleman from Arkansas | 
think about its advantage. What sort of advant- | 


age is it to be to the cotton-trade? 
everybody of common sense must know that a 
combination of New York merchants will control 
the line; and while the telegraph is as big a liar as 
Common Rumor, it will always lie on their side. 
How is it going to benefit those fellows down on 
the Arkansas and Red rivers? You might as well 
send a boat ambuscaded with big cannon on it, 
and shoot them as you would ducks. Those 
fellows who are out hunting deer and playing 
poker will be cheated out of their cotton, and it 
will be a month before they know what is going 
on. Gentlemen speak of this being for the cot- 
ton interest; but every one who has been there, 
and seen the people who raise cotton, knows that 
the result will be to cheat them in Alabama and 
Mississippi, and all through that region of coun- 
try, and then they will not be able to. pay us of 


Why, sir, | 


ee 


| stand me as having the highest respect for him. | 


judices.”’ 


it. 


attention, and his demand for their surrender is 





thus recorded by the historian: ‘* The wants of | 
others, madam,’’ returned Tomlinson, who could | 
not for the life of him rob immorally, ‘are ever | 
more worthy of your attention than family pre- | 


ident, excite in me no anger when they rob us of 
our land; but here is a company claiming to bea 
Newfoundland, a London, and a New York com- 
pany. Why, it is worse than Terry’s arbitra- 
tion—** Me, myself, and my brother will settle 
** [Laughter.] They are the three who are 
to settle it. 
so as to get money out of the Treasury, but the 
arrangement will be to the disadvantage of the 
Government, which will fare as Tague did in the 


bargain between Dennis, Morris, and himself. | 
The three went ona voyage. Necessity required | 


that one should go overboard. The first two 
thought a rule should be adopted for the decision. 
Subtraction was the rule proposed. It was con- 
sented to; and it was thus stated: Dennis and 
Morris being the greater quantit , cannot be sub- 
tracted from Tague; but Tague, being the smaller 
quantity, can be subtracted from Dennis and Mor- 
ris. So Tague was thrown overboard. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Ste, it is useless to talk about this measure. It 
ought to be killed just as a Mississippi negro with 
a flail would killa snake. Thereis no honor, no 
integrity, no virtuein it. Who are the company? 
Does anybody here know? Does the Senator 
from New York ? 
where the $70,000 are to go? 
ator from New York [Mr. Sewarp] will under- 


_T have had to do foolish things for my constitu- 


ents occasionally myself. Nor do I mean any 


, disrespect to the other Senator from New York, | 


{Mr. Fisu,] avery nice gentleman, and generally 
very correct in his politics, but, like all fish, per- 
haps a little slippery. 


ou, sir, representing the State of Virginia, | 


with all her wayward notions and eccentricities— 
a State whose coat-of-arms represents a hero, 
with the motto, ‘* Sic semper tyrannis,”’ ever réady 
to cut off the head of the Illyrian hydra—have 
had some experience in matters connected with 


Our Augustus Tomlinsons, Mr. Pres- | 


It will be settled, you may be sure, 


Does anybody else know | 
Of course the Sen- | 








| 
| 
| 
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the foreign relations of the country, and I think 


ou will bear me out in what I am about to sq 

e entered into a contract some years ago fo; 
the transportation of the mail across the Isthmus 
of Panama, and out of that we have had a Clay. 
ton-Bulwer treaty and an interminable quarre| 
Out of that quarrel there has grown up a new 

aty—lI allude to nothing which has transpired 
in executive session, but the ho say 80; and 
if the popes do not say so,I do. Mr. Dallas 
no doubta very clever and intelligent gentleman, 
has gone over to Europe, and eaten Lord Mayors’ 
dinners, and run about to London agricy tural 
shows, and he has made a trade with Lord Clar- 
endon, and Lord Clarendon has made a treat 
with him, which the papers say we have posi. 
poned to the 5th of Sach. emember eo 
only speaking of what the papers say; and [ sup. 
pose, if it ever happened, it was because we did 
not wish this Administration to go out with the 
false glory of having made a peace with England, 
These quarrels with England are quadrennial, 
They come up every presidential election. When 
I was a boy, they were as regular as they are 
now; and old man Stevenson, who has just died, 
used to keepup a correspondence with the British 
Government on the impressment question, and 
things ofthat sort. Now we have another treaty, 
Lord Clarendon cheating Dallas, no doubt, 
{Laughter.] It has been sent over here to Wash- 
ington to let old man Marcy—I hope I do not 
speak disrespectfully—cheatonourside. I mean 
the object is simply to let him play our hand; 
and if he does, I will bet on him. ([Laughter.} 
That treaty, it is said, has been postponed. [t 
would not do to settle it so as not to leave a nest- 
egg for another quarrel and for future glory. I 
ask you now, are you going to make this ar- 
rangement with the New York and London and 
Newfoundland Company in order to make a cause 


| for another quarrel ? 


Perhaps it would not be proper on this subject 
to refer to the Constitution. Mr. Jefferson, under 
the extreme exigency of the case, at the time of 
the acquisition of Louisiana, concluded that the 
Constitution had a sort of gum-elastic power; that 
there was extensibility about it; but I believe that 
doctrine is not exactly in vogue in these times, 
though it was sufficient ground on which to base 
the acquisition of Louisiana. The Constitution 
provides that ** no State shall, without the consent 
of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, keep troops 
or ships of war in time of peace, enter into any 
agreement or compact with another State, or with 
a foreign Power.’’? The Government of the United 
States you say isa limited delegated Government, 
with prescribed, strict powers. You say thatthe 


| General Government may make agreements, the 


power to make which is denied to the sovereign 
State of Virginia, or Kentucky, or California. 
You say that this General Government of dele- 
gated power has not only the prerogatives allowed 
under the Constitution to a State, but may go into 
an entangling alliance with Great Britain for the 
purpose of laying down this wire across the ocean 
outside of our jurisdiction. Sir, the Father of 
his Country told us to beware of entangling alli- 
ances. This is an entangling alliance, and it is 
useless to deny it. 

I have alluded to the manner in which the rela- 
tions between this country and Great Britain are 
managed. You drove off Mr. Crampton about 
one treaty; and then they puckered up, and we 
finally made friends by sending over the ship 
Resolute. It reminds me of old Ben Jenkins, 
who, after he married his wife, said that he was 
so much in love with her the first six months, 
that he could have eaten her up, and all the rest 
of his life he was sorry he did notdo so, [Laugh- 
ter.] Even he did not equal the nonsense of this 
eternal parade and fuss which we are carrying 00 
with Engiand. Here is a chance for another 
quarrel and another treaty, to grow out of the 
contract for this wire. j 

{ remarked the other day, that during my time 
we had had a treaty of Washington, an Ashbur- 
ton treaty, a Clayton-Bulwer treaty, a treaty 
about the Northwestern Territory, and God 
Almighty only knows how many other treaties 
with England. Every time we make a treaty, Just 
as soon as it is made,a oy springs up about 
it, and we havea fuss. I have no doubt these are 
two very clever Governments; but as to pending 
with one another, they will never make much 0 
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jt. Put down this wire, and Great Britain will | 
take the line whenever she wants it, just as she || 
has been doing in the East since the Crimean war. 
She goes around whipping China, and Brother 
Jonathan is so anxious to imitate her, that he has 
one in bearing our flag, and we are implicated 
in that scrape. Ten ortwelve years ago she was 
around there bombarding Canton, and burning 
down the forts in the river Pe-kiang, with about 
as good an excuse as if one man should thrash 
another because he chewed his own tobacco. The 
retext was, that the Chinese eat their own opium. 
e are implicated in that; and now we are to go 
jnto a telegraphic line partnership with England. 
Does not everybody know that this telegraph 
line will be a source of quarrel between both na- 
tions, just as certain as the Lord lives? Sir, we 

know it has been said of England— 

«‘ Her march is 0’erthe mountain wave, 
Her home is on the deep.”? 

She makes her provinces and territories tribu- 
tary toher. She makes them pay their own way. 
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like Hector, ‘* thrice drawn round the walls of || dered. I am opposed to such an arrangement as 


Troy:” still, those who were faithful to him and | 
to his principles stood by him to the last; and I | 
can only say for myself that, dum Ilium fuit, Lever | 
stood by the fortunes of the house of Priam. 
Now, sir, I desire to have this bill referred to 
the Committce on Finance. I wish to see what 
the Senator from Virginia, and that committee of 
his, can do with it. If there were any possible 
explication of platforms you could bring to bear 
upon this measure, so as to put it in any reason- | 
able, tangible, and sensible shape, I might be 
willing to go in for it. As I remarked before, how- 
ever, nobody knows anything about it. 
ose, if there were a proposition, not to build a 
acob’s ladder, but to construct one from here | 
to the moon, and hang it on one of the moon’s 
horns, it would find supporters if it took money 
out of the Federal Treasury. We know nothing 
about the face of the ocean; we know nothing 
about the feasibility of this project. We cannot 
control the telegraph from Boston to Newfound- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





We, in violent, vehement, and foolish excitement, 
run out and catch Mormons in Utah, and New 
Mexicans, and all the ragamuffins we can get 
hold of, take them into full partnership, and feed 
and support them. Here you have a whole litter 
of Territories sucking the Federal pap; and when 
they get to be States they take all the lands they 
can lay their hands on. This is the way we do | 
business; and now we are going to take this money 
and literally fling it into the ocean. The wire is 
to be laid at the bottom of the ocean; and gentle- 
men tell us of the great benefits to be gained. | 
Their imaginations seem to be as vivid as that 
of Clarence, whose dream is thus portrayed by | 
Shakspeare: 
« Methought that I had broken from the Tower, 

And was embark’d to cross to Burgundy ; 

And, in my company, my brother Gloster: | 

Who from my cabin tempted me to walk | 

Upon the hatches; thence we look’d toward England, 

And cited up a thousand heavy times, 

During the wars of York and Lancaster, 

That had befall’n us. As we pac’d along | 

Upon the giddy footing of the hatches, | 

Methought that Gloster stumbled ; and, in falling, | 

Struck me, that thought to stay him, overboard, 

Into the tumbling billows of the main. 

O Lord! methought, what pain it was to drown! 

What dreadful noise of water in mine ears! 

What sights of ugly death within mine eyes! 

Methought [ saw a thousand fearful wrecks ; 

A thousand men, that fishes gnaw’d upon ; 

Wedges of gold, great anchors, heaps of pearl, 

Inestimable stones, unvalued jewels, 

All seaiter’d in the bottom of the sea. 

Some lay in dead men’s skulls; and in those holes 

Where eyes did once inhabit, there were crept 

(As ’twere in scorn of eyes) reflecting gems, 

That woo’d the slimy bottom of the deep, 

And mock’d the dead bones that lay scatter’d by.”’ 





I said, on a former occasion, that I was an old- | 


land, nor across the [rish channel to London. 

Without dwelling upon these minor points, | 

| the whole measure is intrinsically and radically | 
wrong in every shape and form. The Atlantic 
ocean is no mare clausum; it is no closed sea be- 
| longing to one nation. There can be no writ of | 
| ad quod damnum by which the rest of the human | 
| family, and the nations of the earth, including our | 
| ancient ally, France,can be excluded from its use. 
France and Prussia and Russia ought to know 
what damage they are to sustain. Will these 

| associations of ours to lay a line across the ocean 


| 
| 
} 
| 





allow them to enjoy this highway of nations to 
| which they have an equal property and an equal 
| right? Are we to submit the ocean to the control 
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I sup- || 





| that which this bill proposes to make with the 
| British Government. 
| Mr. President, I should be glad to hear some 
| statistics, some facts, some reasons showing the 
| propriety of this measure. Ido not see that it 
| will be of any benefit to us in the way of news. 
Our steamers run pretty fast now, and bring us 
| news quick enough. Suppose this project should 
succeed, and news should come from Europe 
every day; it would be misused by combination. 
| We are quite as likely to get it in as good a form 
| through the steamers. This scheme reminds me 
of two men who were accustomed to fight each 
| other. One sent word to the other that he would 
kill him at sight. *‘* Very well,’’ was the reply, 
“if you see me before I see you it will be all 
right.”” They will see us as quick as we can see 
them in this contest, without another bone to 
| pick, and without going into this foolish notion 
of a quarrel every four years, and at last taking 


'| the Treasury of the United States and throwing 
|| it in the ocean, and taxing the people for it with- 


out reason, sense, or propricty. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, this species of 
argument against the proposition is not at all 
i; new. I was not here some twelve or fourteen 
years ago, but I understand that when a proposi- 


|| tion was made to connect this city and Baltimore 


by a telegraph, the idea was ridiculed; it was 
| laughed at; amusing speeches in reference to the 


| absurdity of the project were made, and gne gen- 


| tleman told me that there was actually a proposi- 
| tion made to amend the bill by inserting a provi- 

sion fora telegraph or railroad to the moon; so 
| that this mode of argument, if argument it may 
| be called, against measures of this description, has 





| and dominion of acompany,as you would a turn- 
ee road or a railroad over your plantation, sir? 
| consent or concurrence of the nations of the earth? 
| Suppose they should protest; will they not have 
'aright, with their dolging machines, to plagy up 
| the wire from the bottom of the ocean? Is not the 
| ocean the common property of mankind? 


| 


|| In right of her eminent domain over the ter- 


| mini, Great Britain, I presume, will control this 


|| work. Suppose Russia, running athwart the 
|| American continent, shall say, ‘‘ We will have 


no such disaster as befell us at Petropaulowski, 
| and we will lay down a telegraph in the Pacific 
| ocean from Vancouver’s Island to our American 
possessions.’’ Are vag? by compact with un- 
Americanized people in New York, to impose on 
the whole South? Have not the nations of the 
earth, and our southern country especially, a 
right tocomplain of this? I would not take stock 
in such a scheme as this. 





line Whig, and eu principles would poner me, 
on the necessity of the case, in going for a Pacific 


railroad or a wagon road to California, rather than | t le 
trust to the transportation across the Isthmus of {| Great Britain come to? 


Panama. I do not say that I would do so, though 


croachment on the highway of nations; it is in- 
jurious, it is impolitic, and we shall be cheated 
in it. At last, what have all our treaties with 
| do not mean to say 
|| which side is altogether in fault. Perhaps I may 


I might; but I have not had much opinion about || illustrate it by reference to some parties who lived 


it since John Sergeant was sent down to Pan- 
ama, and nothing was heard of him until he turned 
up in England. I think, however, that we might 
as well spend our money for our own territory as 
for the ocean and foreign countries. If you are 


going to spend money in this way, do what sen- | 


sible men ought to do—do just what I feel I ought 
todo. Mr. Webster once spoke of General Jack- 
son turning over in his coffin when a wrong thing 
was done. I think he would turn in his coffin 
if the Tennessee Senators were to go home after 
voting to pay for laying down such a line as this 
between our old enemy and this country. We 
could not get a dollar for the turnpike road from 
Maysville to Lexington. The bill epprepristn 
money for it was vetoed byJackson, and advocate 
by Clay. That was within our own borders—in 
our own country. While you will not give a dol- 
lar for that purpose, you can appropriate money 
to lay down a wire in the ocean between British 
ossessions, Ireland and Newfoundland—-between 
alway and Halifax, or some worse place. If 


I were to vote for this, and were afterwards to || pick.’’ [Great laughter.] So it will be with this || ernmentif we pass this bill. 


pass through Lexington on my way home, | 
should expect the ‘‘ old man”’ to rise out of his 
grave, and bring me to task, as I have seen him 
in his lordly majesty in his life time bring many 
aman totask. True, he was not successful for 
the Presidency. We never succeeded in placi 

him in the White House. He was often defeated ; 


in a neighboring county to mysclf in Kentucky. 
|| Some people there made a partnership and got 
|| married, and went on very swimmingly for a 
| while, as most married people do, but at last they 
|| got in ill-temper and ill-humor. Every time they 
quarreled the old man would say, *‘ Old woman, 
| there is a bone for you to states? 
| would go in a miff, be unhappy, go to church and 
| look sour—perhaps religious, or it may be hyp- 
|| Ocritical—nobody could tell which. At last it 
| came to her time todie. She said to her husband, 
‘* My dear honey, I have something on my con- 
science that I wish to tell you. We have Charles 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


one of them is not.”’ ‘* My God,”’ said he, ‘* be- 


them is yours, and the other is not.’’ 
seeching and begging and praying her, as she was 
turning her face to the wall to die he said, ‘‘ For 
|| God’s sake let me know before you go.” ‘* No,”’ 
; Said she, ‘*Old man, there is a bone for you to 








| telegraph; it will bea bone to be eternally picked, 
and you will never know whose it is, or anything 
about it. The sequel of the old couple’s bone 

| story affordsa moral to us. Charles and Henry 
icked the bone, too; they doubted each other’s 
egitimacy, and they contested the old man’s will 
until every dollar of their patrimony was squan- 





s the ocean to be used in this way without the | 


I believe it is an en- | 


> and off she |! 


and Henry, two boys; one of them is yours, and | 


fore you die just let me know which itis.’’ **No,’?’ || 
| said she, ‘‘ you cannot find out; a certain one of || illiberality of any Secretary of the Navy that 
After be- | 


|| not the merit of novelty. 
|| Now, l apprehend it is not necessary to say to 
this intelligent Senate that it would be a matter of 
|| vast importance in every sense of the word if this 
\| continent and the continent of Europe can be 
|| connected by a submarine telegraph. I imagine 
|| there is scarcely a Senator here who would not 
|| anxiously desire to see the consummation of a 
|| measure of such great importance, and so likely 
| to revolutionize and advance business, civilization, 
| and everything connected with the social relations 
| of the world. 
| Thencomes the oft-repeated argument of taking 
| money out of the Treasury for the purpose of 
| pees it into the pockets of the New York, 





ondon, and Newfoundland Company. What 
is the amount of that? Let us see what it is. 
This bill does not propose to bear the expense of 
this enterprise by the Treasury. All that is Eee 
|| posed in the first place, is to furnish some ships 
to aid in laying down the cable; to furnish some 
|| vessels that are doing nothing, and some of them 
|| perhaps werse than nothing, to aid the company 
|| in laying down the cable. If it is the visionary 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| S 


|| scheme that it is thought to be, if it cannot suc- 
|| ceed, if it fails entirely, the sum and substance of 
|| the expense to be incurred by the Government, is 
| the time of the vessels and the officers who com- 
'|mand them. They are taken off shore, perhaps 
|| out of comfortable quarters, and put on sea duty 
| for two or three weeks. ‘This is the amount of the 
| loss to the Government if this should fail as an 
|| experiment. 

Suppose that no bill should pass, and these 
| gentlemen should go on next summer, as | under- 
|| stand they intend to do, to lay down the cable: is 
|| there a single Senator here who would not con- , 
|| demn the Secretary of the Navy, if he did not 
send out one, two, or three national ships, if 
necessary, to aid in laying it down? Ido not 
think there is a single one. Even the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,} placed as 
he is to watch the Treasury, would condemn the 





would not furnish ships to aid in laying down the 
il eable. If this vision ry matter, as itis character- 
|| ized—which ought, vs some think, to be laughed 
|| out of the Senate—should fail, that is the extent 
|| of the expenditure that will be made by this Gov- 
If it succeed, what 
|| is the expenditure? Seventy thousand dollars a 
‘| year for ten years for the uses of the telegraph. 
'| Mr. HUNTER. It may be for a hundred 
|| years by the bill. as igi 
| Mr. RUSK. No, sir, it is in the power of 
Congress to stop it at the end of ten years by 

giving one year’s notice. That is the provision. 
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Mr. SEWARD. 
ten years, provided, during that time, the receipts 
of the company do not equal six per cent. 


Mr. RUSK. 1 stated it the strongest way 
against myself, Lassumed that it would cost the 
largest amount possible. ‘Then the contract is to 
be for ten years, at $70,000 0 year. Is that taken 
out of the Treasury and thrown away? Isit a 
useless expenditure? Is itan expenditure merely 
for the benefit of this company ? I do not know 
more than one or two of them, and have not in- 
quire d who they are. No, sir; it 1s not merely 
for the benefit of that company. 
benefit of the Government and people of the 
United States. 


THE 


It is for the | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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The Amount is 470,000 for |! of. Thelieve that system has been broken down. || only one suitable for purposes of war—I mean 









oo 


|| 1did what I could to inaugurate and sustain it. || war purposes other than those of mere transpor- 


If we had 
| sustained the policy of ocean mail steamers, we 
should have had much more communication with 
| other countries, much more communication with 
| different sections of our own country, and, I have 
no doubt, a set of volunteers on the ocean that 
would have been as efficient in case of war as our 
volunteers on land. But that is not all. 

The Senator from Kentucky reminds me that 
those who come from the same section of country 
that I do, differed from me in this matter. That 
is true; but if they had sustained me we should 
not only have had this arm of defense, but a great 


In the first place, the contract, if it be made by || saving in the funds we now expend for our re- 
the President, secures to the Government of the || formed Navy that has been expected to doa great 


United States the use of this submarine telegraph | 


deal, but lately has notdone much; and we should 


line, and a preference, or at least the same prefer- || have had vessels calculated to go into our harbors 


ence that is given to the BritishGovernment. Both || to be used in defense of our coast. 


More than 


j If || lf we had sustained it, the result would have | 
they do, there will be a reduction of the amount. || been a great saving in our Navy. 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


Governments are to stand on precisely an equal || that, sir, the freights on ourexports and imports | 
footing in reference to the communications they || would have been greatly reduced, and the section | 


may have to make. Now, is any man here pre- 
pared to say that that would be an extravagant 
expenditure for what use the Government would 
make of this line? I have not gone into any cal- 
culation; but one thing is certain: let this tele- 
graph not be made, and you will spend four times 
the amount in yourcommunications with Europe, 
though that may not be expended on a great 
measur@of the age. It may be expended on a 
few favorites, broken-down politicians, who go 
out as bearers of dispatches and in other capaci- 
ties. So that, if that were all that is in it, this 


consideration of economy is the most fatal thing || 
It is a penny-wise | 


I have heard broached here. 
and pound-foolish policy. You refuse to make an 
improvement; you refuse to examine a project, 


and in place of going forward you go back; and | 


|| from which to ascertain the price of our great | 


you involve yourselves in the necessity of a four- | 


fold expenditure to accomplish the same object. 
¢ Is this all that it accomplishes? Clearly not. 
You have the privilege secured by this arrange- 
ment of establishing a rate of charges for the 
words that may be communicated. ‘Talk about 
monopolies! You destroy the monopoly by this 
very bill. 

Suppose these gentlemen go on and build the 
work on their own responsibility: they will send 
our communications at what price they please. 


There is no authority vested anywhere to change | 


the price they may see proper to charge. If they 
are left alone, and the Government chooses to 
stand back, as she usually does in a measure of 
this sort, they may be left to make a monopoly 
of it. As itis, it cannot be madea monly 
you pass this bill, It secures a perfect equalit 
to the citizens of both countries throughout all 
time; and therefore this contract is the very thing 
to prevent this line, if it should be successful, 
becoming a monopoly. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky chooses 
to say some things about New York in very kind 
terms. Well,sir, that New York has gone ahead, 
18 true. His country and mine have not gone 
ahead; and why? The people of New York have 
gone forward in all matters of this description 
while we were sleeping. 


| 


In our section of the | 


country we have, as he said very justly, the best | 


climate; ay, sir, and we have the best soil; and if 
we will only stir ourselves up to action, to enter- 
prise, look around and examine the resources 
that lie undeveloped all around us, and imitate 
our brethren in amore inhospitable climate in 


| 
| 


developing these resources, we shall advance, sir, | 


and come nearer to the power and wealth and 


importance of New York than we ever shall by | 


ridiculing matters of importance which are caleu- 


lated to advance our interests, and not putting our | 


shoulders to the wheel to advance measures of 
real utility. He chooses to pay me a very high 
compliment, and at the same time to say that he 
regretted to find me in favor of Colt’s pistols. 
Why, sir, [have been surrounded by Indians, 
having very pointed arrows, where Colt’s pistols 
were very necessary; and if they had done him 
as good service as they have done me, he would 
have regarded them just as I regard them, as a 
very useful arm when a man is im a tight place; 
very useful and very well calculated to hold a 
man’s hair on his head when he is in the neigh- 
borhood of an Indian’s scalping knife. 

The Collins line of steamers has been talked 


} 
} 
} 


|| osition. 


|| contradicting history. 
y if || 


| of countr 


| benefited largely b 
|| Now, so far as this is concerned, it may be a 
|| matter of no importance to a gentleman who has 

| two or three thousand bales of cotton to sell, to 
|| know the price of it at the market where it is to 
|| be sold; but it has always been believed to be a 
|| matter of importance to know the prevailing price. 
|| High charges are paid every day for information 


| staple at our own ports, and I think if there is any 
| productive interest in this country above another 
that a submarine telegraph communication will 
|| benefit, and benefit largely, it is the cotton-grow- 
| ing interest. Of that I have not the slightest 
doubt, if it is successful; and I pray God it may 
be, whatever this Congress may do with the prop- 
Is it to terminate there? Clearly not. 
Alr@idy I see that certain men are discussing the 
rod of a telegraphic line from Havana to 
New Orleans, and various other points on our 
coast; and if this measure should be successful, I 
| have no doubt that numerous lines of this descrip- 
tion will be established very promptly, and will 
| be beneficial to the commercial interests of the 
| United States, to say the least. 

But it is said England has the advantage of us 
in this contract. Sir, we are descended from 


|| Englishmen, and I should not like very much to 





|} admit the inferiority of our citizens to English 
| subjects. The fact is, | could not do that without 
Whenever energy, in- 
dustry, enterprise, or hardy daring has called 
| them to act as rivals of each other, the Americans 
| have generally gone ahead; but there is this dif- 
| ference: the English Government, with far-sighted 
| keenness, looks to the extension of her commerce, 
looks to the opening of every channel of industry, 
| enterprise, and wealth; and she is amply repaid 
| for it, by being one of the richest and most pow- 
erful Governments on this earth. Unfortunately, 
| when a channel is offered to us’ to promote the 
| objects of industry, enterprise, and intelligence, 
though our people avail themselves of it, when it 
comes to our Government it becomes the subject 
of ridicule by some, and a charge of an assault on 
the public Treasury by others. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, since I have 
| heard the Senator from Texas [Mr. Rusk] lay 
| down his doctrines in regard to the proper theory 
of trade and navigation, | am no longer surprised 
that he should support such a bill as this. If it 
be his opinion that the United States would be 
justified in supporting lines of steamers by giving 





them large sums of money out of the Treasury, 


in order that they may make freights cheaper, I 
ean see very well how he may think that the 
United States should go to the expense of trans- 
orting information across the ocean between 
jifferent countries. If he is so wedded to that 
theory as to believe, after all the experience of the 
ast, that side-whcel paddle steamers, such as the 
Bollins liners, could be available as ships of war, 
then, sir, | am not surprised at the opinions which 
he entertains in regard to the wonderful workin 
of the system proposed here. I had suppo: 
that if anything hed been settled by recent expe- 
rience, it was that steamers of that character were 
not suitable for war steamers; and that the screw 
propeller steamer was now admitted to be the 


from which I come would have been | 
’ that reduction; for on all the | 
|| exports we pay at least two thirds of the freights. | 


i 





tation. 

But, sir, it was not my Peers and is not now 
to enter into the question of the Collins line, i 
admit that the same objection which applies to 
that, and which I believe the whole country now 
feels in regard to that, applies to this; that the 
Government was engaging in that scheme to syn. 
per by its bounties a scheme that ought to haye 

een left to private enterprise; and so it is hero. 
Here is another scheme of similar character and 
policy, and one which will end in the same mig. 
chief, in my opinion; for the Senator from Texas 
tells us that we already hear of submarine tele. 
graphs to Havana, and to other portions of the 
world with which we are to be connected, leadine 
to new sources of great and doubtful expenditure 

Sir, I believe, on the other hand, not only that 
commerce and navigation, but that these yer 
matters of telegraphic communication, will be 
better managed if we leave them to private enter. 

rise. What do we see in our own country? 

housands and thousands of miles of telegraphic 
communication sustained by individual enterprise, 
and far better sustained than they would have 
been if the Government had interfered in regard 
to them. Soin relation to this system of inter- 
oceanic submarine telegraphs, if, indeed, it be 
practicable. If it be practicable, it is so because it 
is a commercial enterprise that will pay; and if 
it be a commercial enterprise that will pay, rely 
upon it our citizens will have the energy, the 
skill, and the enterprise to conduct it properly and 
usefully. If we never pass such a bill as this, in 
my opinion, if the scheme be a practicable one, 
we shall have it working beneficially far sooner 
if we throw it open to individual competition, to 
individual and to private enterprise, than if we 
interpose to give one company the immense ad- 
vantages, which almost make it a monopoly, that 
are proposed in this bill. 

Sir, if our Government is to enter into such a 
matter as this, it ought to do so upon some scheme 
better digested and far better guarded than any- 
thing contained in this bill. here are the esti- 
mates? The Senator from Texas talks of the 
company’s estimates. Who are the company? 
Upon what data are these estimates predicated ? 
We know nothing about them. We hear from 
some of the committee that the company shows 
them these estimates, that the expense is to be 
merely the cost of sending a vessel, and giving 
them a certain sum annually, to guaranty them 
a fair profit. 

But, sir, if the Government is, upon such loose 
and insufficient data, to interpose, surely some- 
thing ought to be done to secure it. Here isa 
provision that we are to give to this company 
such a sum until we have raised its profits to six 
per cent., and after that, for a period of twenty- 
five years more, the sum of $50,000 a year. How 
are we to know what are its profits? It is a com- 
mei ina ~ eo land—a foreign company; we 
nave no right of visitation; we have no means of 
ascertaining what it makes. There is nothing in 
this bill to insure us information, They may 
conceal it all; and rely upon it, if we pass this 
bill we shall continue to pay this sum as long as 
the company exists, or until the period of limit- 
ation fails. I do not see, unless we adopt the 
amendments of the House of oe a ee 
any limitation as to time; and if it should happen 
that they never agreed to submit a report of the 
facts which would show that their profits reached 
six per cent., so far as the bill passed by the Sen- 
ate goes, I believe we should continue to pay this 
sum. It is only after that fact is ascertained that 
we are to pay the $50,000 for*twenty-five years 
longer, which is a limitation of time; so that 
when you come to look into it, there are, in fact, 
no limitations to guard the Government; and yet 
we are asked to pay this sum, for the benefit of 
whom? Private speculators. We do not know 
who they are. e do not know whether they 
are responsible men, able to carry out the enter- 
prise after we have agreed to furnish them the 
ships and given them the money. We have not 
proper information to act upon; and when we ask 
for it, we are told to go on in hot haste; and it is 
said, that if we introduce an amendment, or any- 
thing which may cause delay, the scheme will not 
be accomplished by the next session. I have no 


idea that it will be accomplished by the meeting 
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1857. 
of the next session of Congress, pass what bill we 
may- . ‘ 

But what is to be our remedy? The President | 
js to enter into a contract. Suppose the com- 
»any should violate the contract: 
our remedy, and where can we enforce it? 





It is 


entirely within the British dominions. The com- || 


any 1s a British company, and we have no | 
means of going into the courts to enforce the con- 
tract. What remedy shall we have? No re- 
medy in the world unless it may be said it is a 
remedy that we may withhold the appropria- 
tions: and yet we know it would be a delicate 
and disagreeable matter for us to undertake to act 
in a case in which we were to be the judge as 
wellas the party. Then, so far as the company 
are concerned, I care not what the contract is, we 


are left entirely to their mercy; they may per- || 


form it or not, as they choose. Nor have we | 
even the guarantee of personal character, because 
we do not know of whom the company is com- 
osed. We have not the guarantee of the British 
Government that they will aid us in enforcing 
these obligations, because there is no agreement 
between us. This is not an agreement between 
the two Governments; but a mere agreement pro- | 
nosed to be made between the President of the | 
United States and a corporation. 

Is this biil sufficiently guarded to justify us in | 
going into this expenditure, and tying up our | 
hands for so many years? If it is a matter in | 
which the Government ought to interfere, we | 


ought to interfere for some system of telegraphic 
communication which will come to our own | 
shores. If it be practicable to Newfoundland, 

why not to Boston or to New York? If, indeed, | 
it be practicable to lay down such a submarine 
telegraph, why should we not have branches of 
itin other nations? Let there be termini on the 
continent of Europe,so that if we are at war with 
one we may at least have the means of commu- 
nicating through another nation. 
something that looks to the advantage of this 
country as wellas of England? Onthecontrary, 
we are asked to contribute to a company wbiahs 
if controlled at all, is only to be controlled by 
Great Britain—an enterprise which is entirely 
within her borders and her limits. 

It seems to me, in this view of the case, it is | 
eminently proper that we should place in this bill | 
such an Saaleen as was proposed in the House | 
of Representatives, and I believed ruled out b 
a demand for the previous question, by which it 
shall be required that before the Government of 
the United States is bound by any contract, that 
contract shall be submitted to Congress for ap- | 
proval. Let us see the terms; let us see whether 
it provides for any means by which we can ascer- 
tain whether or not they are cheating us as to 
what is their income; whether it provides any | 
means of enforcing the obligations to us, and to 
our citizens, into which they may be required to 
enter; whether we may have any guarantee from 
that Government under whose control it is to be, 
that these obligations shall be enforced. If none 
of these things are done for us, is it not obvious 
that it would be worse than madness for us to 
embark in any such partnership enterprise in 
which all the powers and all the advantages are 
on the side of the other nation; that is to say, all 
the advantages which would inure to us, if we 
did not enterinto any such contract; for, rely upon 
it, so far as this line may be used by merchants, 
they will have the use of it anyhow, because it 
will be to the interest of the company to give the 
use of it to all upon paying for it. 

Nor is there any danger that if we do not en- 
ape in it now, we shall not have another chance. | 

f it should prove to be practicable, and we should | 
find that thiscompany were disposed to use it as 
a monopoly, and it was a thing which would pay, 
other lines. would be laid, And Jaid so as to reach 
our shores, so that we should have some control 
over them. I think, until some of these things 
are ascertained, or until some safeguards are 
thrown around the scheme, so as to insure the 


ages of the contract which it is proposed to make, | 
we ought to hesitate how we embark the Govern- | 
mentin it. It is far better to delay it until next | 
session, and act intelligently, justly, and wisely, 

and with a prudent forecast in regard to the wants 


and necessities of our Government and our citi- 
zens. 


1 


what is to be || 


i} 


Why not have || 





| 


| 





| within our own borders? 


| when you undertake to expend the public mone 









Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am indebted | 
to my friend from Virginia, as well as to the Sen- | 
ator from Kentucky, for arresting what I ecal}the | 
madness of the hour. I may use a strong term, 
but I do not intend to qualify it. How does this 
measure come here? Has the President of the 
United States recommended it? Has any Senator 


it? Sir, it is the pervading spirit which, I fear, 
is governing this country—it is a corporation 
coming here and making its mark. 

I shall speak rather earnestly on this subject, 
because I feel a strong conviction on it as regards 
its final result. Suppose it were proposed to- 


| morrow, by the appropriation of the public money 


of the United States, to have a telegraphic com- 
munication from here to New York, and from 
New York to Boston, and from ‘Boston around the | 
Lakes, I think it very probable that there would 


| be strength enough to pass the appropriation. | 


Could the Government assume such a monopoly, | 
giving a decided preference—giving power, | may 
Say, to one portion at the expense of another? 
W here would be private enterprise in such a case? 
I have been told, in regard to the Collins line, by 
many persons interested in the navigation of the 


ocean, that they were driven from the ocean by || 


the monopoly and power of this Government. 
What right has the Government to interfere in 
matters of this kind, which can be conducted, and 
which have been conducted, and as far as I can 
see better conducted, by the intelligence and re- 
responsibility and interest, and if you choose to 
say so, the selfishness of private individuals? 

If we undertake this scheme now, we under- 
take it not only with a plunging policy as to the | 
future, with darkness before us, but we undertake 
it, 1 fear, under temptations which will give a 
preference to one company over another, and, in 
my deliberate judgment, will arm Great Britain 
with a power that ought not to be given to her 
under any circumstances. So long as Govern- | 
ments deal with these matters, they ares war | 
measures; they are measures between Govern- 
ments; and whilst we refuse, as my friend from 
Kentucky said, to embark in the business of 
making internal improvements between one State | 
and another, what right have we to make an in- 
ternal improvement between Newfoundland and 
Great Britain? 

I know, sir, you have, as it is said, almost an 
illimitable power, so far as regards treaties, but 


for the regulation of commerce, I would much | 
prefer that you should expend it for the regula- 
tion of commerce within your own Territory, 
rather than undertake to expend it for the regu- 
lation of a commerce in which another nation is 
notonly your rival, but must necessarily have the 
advantage over you. What right have we to 
expend money for the regulation of commerce 
None; but the power | 
to regulate commerce out of our own borders, | 
between one nation and another, by the expend- | 


| iture of our money, is what I have never under- 


stood. I knowwhe treaty-making power is almost 
illimitable; | do not know that any prescribed 
limits can be assigned toit. It has been said that 


| it is above the Constitution: | do not say so; but 


| have a very high respect for 


when I trust to a corporation $70,000 a year, I 
want to know what that corporation is. Sir, I 
would not trust the Government itself; 1 would 
not trust Great Britain, under all the obligations 
of her reputation, with my aenetee her, (and I | 
ler in every point 


| of view;) but when | am to trust a company in 


| 


| the name of Great Britain, | trust one behind the | 
throne—I trust to an inferior power behind the | 


throne; I do nottrust to the throne; I do nottrust 


| to the crown; I do not trust even to the heart of 


| 


monarchy itself; but I trust to a heartless corpo- 
ration that has no soul! This [ cannot consent 
to do. 
Sir, when gentlemen undertake to say that this 
is to be the mode of communication between na- 


| tions, | know how my section is to be affected by 
United States the means of deriving the advant- |, 


it; | know how my confederacy is to be affected | 
by it, where there is an interest to break the | 
league. It is only necessary for an occasion of 

temptation to arise; and that occasion of tempta- | 


| tion depends on the one who has the power to | 


make it. Ay, sir, I use stronger language than 
that: it is not only dealing with the lion, but put- | 
ting your hand in the lion’s mouth, When | see 
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a measure of this kind—not one in regard to State 


rights strictly in any point of view, but one affect- 
ing the whole Confede racy—proposed to be placed 
in the hands of speculators—a combination, a 


| corporation of speculators, and an intelligent cor- 


on this floor upon his responsibility introduced || 





| preceded me. 


poration of speculators looking to their own in- 
terests,am I to trust the destinies of my country 
to such a power? I would do no such thing. 

I believe this measure will pass. 1 have been 
opposed to partial internal improvements and gen- 
eral internal improvements by the money of this 
Government; but if I am to have a system of 
internal improvements—if this Union is to last, 
give me the power of having a railroad from New 
Orleans to Buflalo, made by the money of this 
Government. I would much prefer it; 1 would 
prefer appropriating money to make a communi- 
cation with the Pacific; but what right have I to 
make a communication between Great Britain and 
this country by an appropriation of meney from 
the Federal Treasury? 

I know that it has all the splendid fascinations 
of being a new invention. Why, sir, the appli- 
ances of science, and all the illuminations of the 
age, are so many lights thrown down upon us; 
and we should disregard all the instructions which 
history affords us, if we were not to consult them. 
But ion me to say, that whilst we should con- 
sult them as lessons of wisdom and instruction, 
we should consult them also as lessons to be used 


| for our advantage, and not give them to the ad- 
| vantage of others. 


lam not going to disregard 
the developments of God and the lights of science 
—and science is one of the emanations from the 


| Deity—but I am not going to give all these lights 


and advantages to other people at our expense. 
W hen we are dealing with the greatartillery which 
may he used on the field of battle, Lam not going 
to put the gun in a situation in which it may be 
used against me. I think this measure will prob- 
ably pass; and I say now, under the strongest 
convictions of my mind, that it is one of the most 
insidious and dangerous innovations upon the 
policy of this country that has ever been resorted 
to. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, next addressed the 
Senate in remarks which he has withheld for re- 
vision, and which will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, aan this 
measure was before the Senate the other day, I 
think every argument that has been made use of 
this morning was made use of then. It was 
attacked on the ground of a want of constitutional 
authority. It was attacked on the ground that 
neither terminus of the line was within our terri- 
torial jurisdiction; it was attacked on the ground 
of extravagance and inutility. The measure has 
been sent to the House of Representatives. It has 
been carefully examined there, and considered 
by one of the most important committees of that 
House, and there have been some amendments 
attached to the bill. It is returned here, and the 
only question before the Senate is on concurring 
with those amendments; but weare brought back 
this morning to the original grounds of attack, 
with no difference except a little additional vehe- 
mence. 

It would not, perhaps, be very becoming in gen- 
tleman to undertake to prophesy what will be the 
result of this measure. I confess that my con- 
victions of its great utility are very different from 
those expressed by some of the Senators who have 
If this project shall prove success- 
ful, or rather if it shall prove practicable to trans- 
mit the electric current to the extent proposed 
under water, | confess myself convinced that it 
will be regarded in five years from this day as the 
most important measure of the age, and there will 
not be found among intelligent gentlemen, not 
only in this body, but throughout the country, a 
single dissenting voice as to its propriety. This 
is widely different, you will perceive, sir, from 
the sentiments and opinions which have been 
expressed by some gentlemen who have preceded 
me; but the test of these opinions lies in the fu- 
ture. We may guide our footsteps by the lamp 
of experience; and when we look to the fact that 
was hinted at by the honorable Senator from 
Texas, that every measure of this character has 
met with the same species of opposition, we may 
learn at least to be prudent in our denunciations. 

Sir, in history I think it is stated that the ques- 
tion of applying steam as a motive power for 
traveling purposes on roads, was submitted to 
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the ablest men then living in the State of New || faira 
York, and decided to be totally ee on || desirable to us—in time of war. 


the ground that it would be altoget 


The time alluded to by the honorable Senator from 
‘Texas in respect to this same subject, telegraphic 
communication, is but short, when it was ridi- 
culed in the strongest terms; and yet it is a fact 
demonstrated. 

What else is said? That in time of war this 
communication will be utterly useless. This is 
said in the face of the fact that during the whole 


of the European war which has just been closed, | 


not a single telegraphic communication, though 
in hostile countries, was interrupted, 

But, sir, it is said that both ends of this wire 
being in British dominions, we can have no secu- 
rity in regard to it. Shall we have any more 
security if we do not contract for it? 
able friend from South Carolina says that he is 
unwilling to lead the weapon and place it in the 
hands of the enemy. 
the enemy and Joaded now; and the only question 
is whether we shall participate in firing it. The 
Government of Great Britain has proposed to 
make its advance to this same telegraphic com- 
pany, and secure the priority of right in trans- 
mitting information. Do you suppose, if this 
Government refuses to participate in it, that Eng- 
land will fail to consummate that agreement? 
Does the history of England justify you in any 
such conclusion as that?) Has she not always 
exercised a forecast that has made her foremost 
Wherever you find 
a great public improvement, there you find the 
foot and the power of England to participate in it 
ifshe cannot contro] it. Soitis here. Here isa 
great benefit to the public—to the whole world. 
England is first on the ground to control it if she 
can; and if not, at least to participate in it. This 
company that nobody seems to know anything 
about, a mere will-o’-the-wisp, as some gentlemen 
seem to think, is a company controlled here, con- 
trolled in this Republic, composed very consider- 
ably of citizens of this Republic; and that is the 
reason in my opinion why England has not had 
the control of this matter before. ‘The patriotism 
of American citizens who hold control in this 


company, has reserved to this Government the | 


right to participate equally, if it chooses to do so. 

Now, what are the amendments of the House 
of Representatives? They make it necessary to 
contract so as to bring a terminus within our own 
jurisdiction. We are not only, in this agreement, 
to have the right of priority with Great Britain 
over that telegraph, which is submarine, but over 
the connecting lines to and within the jurisdic- 
tion of this Government. What difference is there 
between bringing this line under the water within 
the boundaries of the United States, and taking 
it outof the water in Newfoundland and bringing 
it overland to a point within the boundaries of the 
United States? The House amendments secure 
us this, and thus remove an objection which was 
very strenuously urged the other day. 

What next? The amendments secure to Con- 
gress, irrespective of any contract that may be 
made by the Government, the unquestionable 
right to terminate it arbitrarily at any time after 
ten years. ‘Though the contract be ever so bind- 
ing on its face and in its terms, if Congress, in 
their wisdom, after an experiment of ten years, 
say itis best to terminate the contract, they have 
the unrestricted power to do so. Ihave never 
supposed, Mr. President, | do not suppose to-day, | 
that either the British Government or the Amer- 
ican Government would enter into a contract of | 
this character without reserving the right to with- 
draw, and to stop the pay from the ume of with- 
drawal; but if they should do so, here is the 
yower expressly retained to the Congress of the 
United States to interpose and put a stop to it 
themaelves. 

Lam only noticing some of the objections; I 
cannot go over them all. Itis said thatif we fail 
to do anything in this matter, and it turns out to | 
be a profitable transaction, other lines will be built. | 
Let me inqnire if this argument does not destroy | 
another? If it is not suicidal, let us sce if it does 
not destroy another and a prominent argument, | 
and I may say the imposing argument, in oppo- | 
sition to thismeasure. It was said that England, | 
holding the jurisdiction at both ends of this wire, | 
would have the control, and would not give usa | 


My honor- | 


Sir, it is in the hands of | 


_cidal argument, it is at least destructive to several 


'| control this line, she will control any other which 


| will be of great utility, in a Government point of | 
| view, in transmitting Government messages in 


i] 
| 


i] 
} 





| let me now inquire as to the incidental advantage || 
| to the community at large. 


| time of peace, there can be no question. 


/at peace with England, is equally true. Though } 
we may be at war with any other European | 


|| advantage would be great if the saving were not | 
dispatch by a special agent or by the telegraph; 


| but if you can send it in the one case in two | 
| hours and in the other in twelve days, there is an |} 
| 


I only refer to 


ier too slow. || this for the oe of inquiry, for I never be- 
Now how stands the fact after demonstration? || lieved a wort 


of it myself; but if it be true, will 
England give to another company the right to | 
terminate a wire on her shores, and keep it there 
in time of war? Then I say, if this be not a sui- | 
others against the bill. | repeat, if England will 
may be set up in opposition to it, and will prevent 
any use of it to her disadvantage. 

come next to the question of utility. That it | 


et That it | 
will be of equal utility at all times, when we are 


power, yet, if at peace with England, our rights | 
will be as secure as if we were at peace with the 
whole world. The saving will be large; but the | 





large. Is there a single case where it is necessary | 


| that Government information should be trans- | 
| mitted from or to this country, when it is not | 


important to have it done in the quickest possible | 


| time? You ae not save any money; it may cost 


you a thousand dollars, whether you send your | 


| 


advantage—a great Government advantage. But 


Here, sir, I submit 
this proposition: that there is no other subject 
over which the Government exercises control, 
that so diffuses itself in every branch of society, | 
as the subject of telegraphic or post route com- 
munications. Until the domestic telegraph was 
established in this country, my belief is that 
ninety-nine one hundredths of the agricultural 
products of the grain-growing States were sold at | 
a large per cent. below their actual value. That 

is a very important consideration connected with 


| this subject. It is obvious how it was done. At 
| that time a man could travel faster than a letter | 


or a newspaper could; and when the knowledge 
arrived at New York of a rise in the market, a 
passenger could start, and by the time he reached 


| Chicago he would be from two to three days 


| ahead of any mail communication. 


igan permit me to ask him two questions? 


| be made by telegraph, to establish a telegrap 


Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator from Mich- | 

Mr. STUART. 
sure. 

Mr. GREEN. As the Senator is speaking of 
the incidental benefits of this telegraphic commu- 
nication, I ask, is it for the incidental, or is it for 
the direct benefit to this Government, that he goes 
for it? Second: does he hold that the Govern- | 
ment has a right, because communications — 

h 


Certainly, with great plea- | 


} 

across the Union in our own country ? | 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, as I like brev- | 

ity, | will say in reply to the first “question, that | 

1 go for this proposition for both reasons—for its 
benefit to the Government, and for its incidental 

benefit to the people at large. In respect to the | 


i} 
| 
} 
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power of the Government of the United States || 
to construct a telegraph throughout the United || 


| States, if there is any benefit in an abstract opin- || 


ion, | am prepared to say that I have no doubt || 
about the power atall. If there is power to send | 
the mail by stage, there is power to send it by || 


: ° ! 
telegraph; and the mail does nothing on earth but | 


carry the news. But I am not aware what that || 
has to do with the question. ‘These are my opin- | 
ions, however, whatever they may be worth. | 


As I was saying, a man could start from New || undertaken. 


| York, after he received the European informa- 
| tion, and when he arrived at Chicago, he would 


| within a great many miles of that point. 


| 
| 
be threedays ahead of the mail, and he could buy 
up nearly every bushel of grain that was for sale || 

In about || 
three or four days, or a week afterwards, the 
farmers would wake up and learn that they had 





| sold their wheat for ten cents a bushel less than 


_ it was actually worth. 


At the point where I re- 
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Ww it 
actual value. s 


If such incidental advantages to the whole com 
munity do grow out of the passage of this meas. 
ure, why are we consuming more money in talk. 
ing about it than we should have to pay to foot 
the bill? More money has been expended in 


_ talking about this measure, from the time of jt 


first inception in the Senate down to this mo- 
ment, than the bill provides for. I concede that 
if it were a measure so fraught with danger to 
the Constitution of the country, an number 
of days and any amount of time would be well 
spent in defeating it; but I deny, when the stoyt. 
est intellects in Congress are unable to attack 
a measure on the plain principles of logic, that 
anybody ought to be driven from its support be. 
cause they attack it with harsh language in vehe. 
ment style. That and the language of ridicule 
are the only resort of an ingenious and powerfy| 
mind when reason fails. It is easy to talk about 
heartless corporations, about selling the Govern. 
ment out to private speculations; all these terms 
are easily used; but a great measure, one which 
in its results rise transcendent above every other 
consideration, is not to be defeated because of any 
harsh or ridiculous terms applied to it. 

I propose to add a single consideration, and 
leave the question. It w:ll be seen that I have 
only glanced at the reasons which control my ac- 
tion in this particular; but I will take a consider- 
ation addressed to the feelings alone, and that is 
a consideration which reaches the houses and 
homes throughout the United States. Take such 
a storm as we have recently passed through, when 


| the whole ocean is swept by that resistless power; 


when a vessel is out four, five, or ten days beyond 
her time; when the whole public heart trembles 
to learn its fate; when the relatives of the passen- 
gers on board are breathless inanxiety: itis worth 
something then to know whether your relative is 
buried beneath the waves or is safely landed at 
his destination. That consideration, if no other, 
might have saved this subject from all terms of 
ridicule or derision. I say again, that whether 
it meets the approbation of the Senate to-day or 
not, it is a principle which is based in eternal 
truth and right, and it will be sustained and per- 
fected by some future Congress, whatever may 
be its result here. I hope it will be successful 
to-day. Judging from its past perilous transit 
through both Houses, I feel a confidence in it; 
I feel confident in its justice and propriety; but 
whatever may be its result, the little reputation 
that I may have for sagacity is cheerfully placed 
upon the ultimate results. If it does not show 
that it was one of the best day’s service that ever 
I was engaged in before it is five year’s old, I shall 
confess to the most humiliating disappointment. 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I know too 
well the value of time at this late stage of the 
session, and I appreciate too highly the generous 
support which is given to this bill by its friends, to 
draw largely on them to debate it at this stage of 
the question. Indeed, I should not submit a word 
to the Senate if it were not that, having introduced 
this bill originally, and become in some sort re- 


| sponsible for it to the country, or that portion of 


the country which takes an interest in it, if it 
should happen to meet an adverse fate now my 
silence would be misconstrued. 

Mr. President, almost everything that could be 
imagined has been said by way of exciting preju- 
dice against this enterprise. In the first place, it 
is ridiculed as being visionary. It is not certain 
of success, but it has all the probabilities which 
commend wise, prudent, and just enterprises. It 
is thought no more visionary now than every 
great enterprise was thought when it was first 
rl I doubt not that the figure which 
Benjamin Franklin cut, when he was sending up 
a kite into the clouds to ascertain the identity of 
lightning and electricity, was quite as ludicrous 
as that which we occupy who are friends of this 
bill engaged in extending that discovery to its 
most practical, wide application. I have seen the 
gentleman who projected the Erie canal buried 
at the hands of private charity. I have conversed 
with those who believed the Erie canal visionary 


side, which is one of the largest grain-growing 
and grain-purchasing places in the State of Mich- 
igan, [ do not believe that, since the telegraph 
communication has been complete between New 
York and Kalamazoo, there been one thou- 


and impracticable. The man who invented and 

pupetiel the great cities of the world with the ac- 

commodation of gas-light, begged his way toa 

er grave Eeongh the dark streets of Lon- 
on. 
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This enterprise, 8o far as one the feasibility of | courts, = that nn. ane % report of the Postmaster Gen- | 
which has not been established can have, has all | “aaa subject, be recommitted to the Committee 
the elements of probability which you can re- || 
quire, in my judgment. It is known that you | 
can carry intelligence by the electric fluid from | 
joint to point over land, so as practically to cir- | 
cumseribe all the landed portions of the world. | 
What remains uncertain is, whether you can con- | powers to the corporation of Washington, re- 
nect continents through oceans by this means. || ported it without amendment. s 
What is known on that subject is, that for a pe- || - 4 : ob ea ee 
riod of ten or fifteen years past, by means of a || GOVERNMENT LANDS AT CHELSEA. 
submarine telegraph between Calais and Dover, |; Mr. WILSON submitted the following reso- 
the continent of Europe has been connected with |} lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
the islands of Great Britain; that there the exper- || sent, and agreed to: 
iment has been carried to success overa distance || Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
of forty miles. The narrowest point between || toinform the Senate whether tire lands owned by the United 
America and Europe is one thousand seven hun- || States in Chelsea, Massachusetts, have been sold as author- 
dred miles. A reconnoissance has been made of | ized by the act of the 3d of March, 1850 5 and if so, whether 

. | they were sold at public or private sale, to whom they were 
the bottom of the sea between these points. The || coid, and at what prices per foot. : 
distance is ascertained to be one thousand seven || ae ts 
hundred miles, the depth of the ocean not more | BILLS INTRODUCED. 
than two miles, and the bed perfectly proper for Mr. WELLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
such a wire. || sent obtained, leave to bring ina bill (S. No. 608) 

But whatever uncertainty rests on it, the Gov- || to settle and adjust the expenses of the militia 
ernment takes careful insurance against embark- || called out into service by Governor Messervy, to 
ing too largely in the success of the experiment, | suppress Indian hostilities in the Territory of 
for this bill provides that all the expense the || New Mexico, in the year 1854; which was read 
Government shall in any case incur if the experi- || twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
ment proves, a failure—as it is said here it will— || en Military Affairs. 
is the expense of the use of a national vessel half Mr. GWIN asked, and by unanimous consent 
way across the ocean from Newfoundland to the || obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 609) in 
coast of Ireland. That vessel will be manned, |! relation to the public surveys in the State of Cal- 
equipped, provisioned, and supplied at Govern- || ifornia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ment expense, at precisely the same cost, whether || ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
it is employed in this service or not; so that prac- || EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
tically, if the experiment fails, the Government || a nits . 
pays nothing; but if it succeeds, what does it || The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
do? The Government then pays, for a period not |) executive business; and after two hours spent in 
exceeding ten years, four per cent. upon the cap- || ¢Xeculive session, the doors were reopened, and 
ital of the investment—amounting to $70,000 a || the Senate adjourned. 
year—for the use of the telegraph; provided, that 
as the tari established by this Government, to- 
gether with Great Britain, the profits shall be 
found not to equal six per cent.; but whenever | 
they equal six per cent., the expense is reduced 
substantially to the interest at six per cent. In | 
the one case it is eight, in the other six per cent. | 

Mr. President, all manner of objections have 
been drawn from the vivid imaginations of the | 
opponents of this bill against the auspices under 
which it comes before Congress 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 


Mr: BROWN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 604) granting certain additional 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, February 19, 1857. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie. Watpo. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER stated that reports were in 
order from the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Mr. PERRY. I ask the unanimous consent 


: ; | of the House to present a memorial of the free- 
must ask the Senator to suspend his remarks, as || State Legislature of the Territory of Kansas, re- 


the hour of two o’clock has arrived, at which a || lating to the state of affairs in Kansas Territory, 
special order was fixed in executive session. || for the purpose of reference only. 
Mr. SEWARD. I shall very cheerfully sus- Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ‘I object. 
pend my remarks to consent to take the question : iio, bo Ste Ere 
on the bill, if that be the pleasure of the Senate. NORFOLK AND PETERSBURG RAILROAD. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope that will be done. || Mr. LETCHER. [ am instructed, unani- 
Mr. CLAY. I move that the Senate proceed || mously, by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to the consideration of executive business. to report a bill for the relief of the Norfolk and 
Mr. BRODHEAD. The debate is now closed. || Petersburg Railroad Company. 
Mr. TOOMBS. ‘That is a mistake. The bill was read a first and second time. 
Mr. LETCHER. [| ask that this bill may be 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. : ; 
put upon its passage now. I imagine there will 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, by unanimous || be no objection to it when the facts are known to 
@nsent, before ordering the doors to be closed, || the House. I ask for the reading of the bill. 
received the usual morning business. The bill was read. It authorizes the Secretary 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of Benja- || of the Treasury to extend the time for the pay- 
min D. Saunders, engaged in the manufacture of || ment of duties upon the iron necessary for the 
an improved patent candle, praying that the pro- | construction of the Norfolk and Petersburg rail- 
vision of the patent law requiring stamps on || road, now or hereafter imported and used in the 
patented articles may be deemed to be executed || construction of said road, so that the same be 
when articles which cannot be conyeniently || paid in six equal installments at the end of one, 


stam ped separately are stamped in packages, and || two, three, four, five, and six years; provided that 
that certain limitations may be fixed to prosecu- | 


tions for penalties under this provision; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the | 
Patent Office. 

He also presented the petition of Eleonore 
Mioton, oe ae of Auguste Douce, a citizen of | 
the United States, ib a for indemnity for the || so, and the payment therefor to be applied to the 
destruction of her husband’s property in the city payment of said bonds, &c 

* . . . - | ’ ° 
of Mexico, by inhabitants of that city, in 1828; | r. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. |} to that bill. 

Mr. SEWARD presented seventeen petitions The SPEAKER. The question is upon order- 
of merchants and residents of Philadelphia, pray- || ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third time 
ing for the adoption of measures for increasing || Mr. LETCHER. I desire to explain this mat- 
the commerce of the United States with Africa; || ter to the House. When this railroad company 
which were ordered the table. was made, it was made by contributions upon 

On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was the part of the citizens of Norfolk, to be collected 

Ordered, That the resolutions of the Common Council of || bY @ tax levied upon the real estate of that city. 
Buffalo, New York, in relation to the enlargement of the | —- to an unfortunate epidemic which pre- 
building for the custom-house, post office, and United States || vailed in Norfolk a year or so ago, the popula- 





pany, with personal security properly approved. 
t also provides for a contract by the Postmas- 
ter General with said company for the carry- 
ing of the mails, whenever so much of said road 


I object 








__ 'THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


said duties shall be secured by bonds of said com- | 


shall be completed as to render it expedient to do | 


i} 


180 


tion was very nearly removed from the entire 
city of Norfolk. Vast multitudes died; and so 
much difficulty occurred in regard to the holders 
of real estate, that it was found utterly impossi- 
ble for them to pay their taxes. Under those cir- 
cumstances, they went to the General Assembly 
of Virginia for relief from State taxes. The Gen-’ 
eral Asse mbly granted them the indulgence upon 
the taxes, with the assurance that if they desired 
it they would remit them, in consequence of the 
difficulties which then prevailed, 

So far as precedents for this matter are con- 
cerned, I could give a multitude of them which 
have occurred in the city of New York and else- 
where, which have grown out of the destruction 
of property by fire, where indulgence was granted 
for various purposes. Such cases have occurred 
in New York, in Savannah, Georgia, in Concord, 
New Hampshire, and in various other places, 
The object of the bill is to grant indulgence in the 
payment of duties upon bond and security given 
for the payment of the duties at a future time. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I wish to know of 
the gentleman from Virginia why the committee 
has reported this bill for a special case, when [ 
have had a general bill before the committee for 
the last four years? L understand they have agreed 
to report against my bill. I wish to know if this 
bill is open to amendment? I want to amend it 
so as to make it general 

Mr. LETCHER. This bill and the gentle- 
man’s bill are not at all alike in any respect. 
Here is the case of a whole city depopulated by 
an epidemic. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. All these casesshould 
be put in the same condition, 

Mr. KUNKEL. I would inquire of the gen- 
| tleman from Virginia if this is a majority report? 
Mr. LETCHER, It is a unanimous one. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Howis it that this bill comes 
up for consideration at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of Ways 
and Means were called for reports, and that com- 
mittee reported this bill, which brings it regularly 
before the House for consideration. 

| Mr. KUNKEL. I move to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Virginia a question. 

Did he state that this was a unanimous report 

| of the Committee of Ways and Means? If he 
did, I desire to state that I was not present in the 
Committee of Ways and Means when that bill 
was directed to be reported. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman was at home 
in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I was 
unwell. I desire, if | could have the floor, to 

| make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. 

| ginia has the floor. 

Mr. LETCHER. I yield it to my colleague 
[Mr. Mitison] for an explanation. 

Mr. MILLSON. I beg the attention of the 
House for a few brief moments; and I will give 

| such an explanation of the bill as will, I trust, 
remove every possible objection that can be urged 
against it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I rise to 
a question of order. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Lercner] cannot parcel out the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania, [Mr. Camppett,} and he now 
yields it to his colleague. 
| Mr. MILLSON. Such a request has never 
| been refused before. I will not detain the House 
| long. Although, from the reading of this bill— 
| from the first impression as to its character—there 
might be, as I was aware there would be, some 
_ objection to its passage; yet I am quite sanguine 
in my hope that, after I shall have made the ex- 
| planation which | have to submit to the House, 
the bill will pass by the unanimous vote of this 
body. I must desire gentlemen, then, to give me 
their attention that I may let them know why the 
passage of this bill is asked. 

Mr. Speaker, the road in question—the Norfolk 
| and Petersburg railroad—is almost exclusively 
| owned by the citizens of Norfoik, and by the 


a Qe - _ 


The gentleman from Vir- 


| corporation of Norfolk in its corporate capacity. 
They commenced the construction of this road tn 
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the year 1854. It is eighty miles in length, run- | 


ning from Norfolk to Petersburg, and completing 
n railroad communication to the West, as far as 
Memphis, Tennessee. 
military point of view, very important to the | 
Government of the United States. ‘The situation | 
of Norfolk is known to be central. There isa 
large amount of property belonging to the United | 
States atthe navy-yard at that place. The Gov- 
ernment has undertaken to protect that locaiity 
by very extensive fortifications at Fort Monroe 
and the Rip Raps. The original plan of defense 
contemplated two forts in the inner harbor of 
Norfolk. The facilities for transporting troops 
and munitions of war in times of public disturb- 
ance would be so much increased by the comple- 
tion of this road as to render unnecessary these 
inner fortifications. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said thus much only for 
the purpose of enabling the House to understand 
the importance of the road to the Government 
itself; but it is not on that ground that this appli- 
cationisnow made. The application is made for 
reasons which have never foen rejected by this | 
Jlouse, but which, from the very earliest period 
of our history, have been respected and allowed. 

Sir, some time in the year 1855 an epidemic 
made its appearance in the city of Norfolk, which 
I verily believe was unexampled in the history of 
pestilence throughout the world. Early in the | 
month of July of that year, two or three myste- | 
rious cases of disease occurred in the town of 
Portsmouth, about half a mile removed from Nor- 
folk, on the opposite side of the river. At first | 
they ratherawakened curiosity than excited alarm; 
but they were quickly followed by others and by 
others, and ina short time it became evident that 
a fearful epidemic had broken out. It soon made 
its way to the city of Norfolk, where, creeping 
slowly and stealthily through the avenues of the 
town, it broke forth at last in a general conflagra- 
tion of pestilence—if 1 may so express myself. | 
Then, sir, the wildest alarm was exhibited. The 
care of each man seemed to be to remove those 
dependent on him from the reach of that deadly 
contagion; but the alarm had gone before them. 
Entrance to the neighboring towns was closed. 
Sanitary regulations were adopted. ¢ 
proclamations were issued, commencing first at 
that very point (Old Point Comfort) which was 
designed by the Government of the United States | 
for the especial protection of the inhabitants of | 
Norfolk and Portsmouth. For some time, and 
until these rigorous resolutions were rescinded, 
there were no means of escape. The railroad 
trains were stopped; the steamboats suspended 
their trips; all supplies were cut off; and in addi- 
tion to the horrors of pestilence, there was now 
the fear of starvation. 

Sir, I cannot attempt to depict the horrors of 
thatcrisis. History has recorded them, and they 
cannot be forgotten by gentlemen here. The 
generous people of the United States, from all 
quarters of the Union, poured in their liberal 
contributions, to the amount of hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, which I take pleasure in ac- 
knowledging. Sir, there never was greater distress 
invoking such aid. There was even difficulty in 
burying the dead, and there was sometimes a | 
fierce contention for the possession of a coffin. 
The inhabitants of Norfolk went wherever they 
could find safety and shelter. Many of them 
lived in cabins and tents pitched in the woods and 
fields. Itmay be supposed that their means were | 
very much reduced—expended, as they neces- 
sarily were, in the support of those whom ney 
carried away with them; it may be supposed, 
that on the return of such of the population as sur- | 
vived and as chose to return, the list of insolven- | 
cies was great, and that but a comparatively small 
portion of the public revenue could be collected 
from those who were indebted for public taxes, | 
Sir, this pestilence lasted nearly four months. 
All business, all the operations of trade were sus- 
pended; and in consideration of the condition of 
the town thus afflicted by a providential dispen- 
sation, the Legislature of the State of Virginia, 
not, as my colleague stated, at the instance of the 
people of Norfolk, but unsolicited and unasked, 
passed a law, by a unanimous vote, suspending 
the time for the payment of the public taxes due 
to the State. The would have remitted them | 
altogether if they had received any inumation | 
from the representative of the city of Norfolk, ' 





that such a bounty would have been acceptable | 
to his constituents. 


And now, Mr. Speaker, the inhabitants of Nor- 


It is, Mr. Speaker, in a || folk appeal to the representatives of that people 


who poured in their donations so liberally and 
freely, merely to extend some little term of credit 
for the payment of debts due upon the railroad 
iron ordered for the completion of this road. 
They ask nothing more; and they feel that in | 
addressing the representatives of those constitu- | 


| encies who have given such substantial manifest- 


| to hundreds of thousands of dollars, that they do 


ations of their sympathy in donations amounting 


not appeal in vain. 
Mr. Speaker, there are many cases of such 
relief as that now asked for. Early in the present 


| century, when a calamitous fire occurred in the 


town of Newport, Rhode Island, the Congress of 


| the United States panes a law giving time to all | 


those resident in that town who were indebted to | 


| the Government in duty bonds for the payment | 


| 


of their indebtedness. A similar law was passed 
in various other instances for the relief of other 
communities who had suffered from the visitation 
of fire. 

And now, sir, what comparison is there be- 


| tween the losses occurring froma brief conflagra- 


| tion, however destructive, which is over in afew 


hours, and those resulting from an afflictive dispen- 
satioa of Providence, continuing for four months? 
If such applications have been granted by Con- 


| gress, how much stronger is the present one! | 
he people of Norfolk ask nothing in the way of || 
, A . : 
_bounty. They are willing to give good security 


for the payment of this indebtedness to the Gov- 
ernment. The bill provides that they shall give 
bonds and personal security for the 5 nape ot 


|| deferred installments. The vessels laden with this | 
|| railroad iron have arrived at the port of Norfolk. | 


If the cash duties are exacted, the company will 


| been present in committee, and known the char- 


: | duties, such as the gentleman from Alabama {[Mr. 
(Quarantine |) 


robably be compelled to put the iron in ware- | 
1ouse at a great loss to themselves, and without | 
any benefit to the Government whatever. It is | 
not, then, an application for the remission of duty 


| upon railroad iron, or an ordinary petition for 


the extension of time for the payment of these 


Coss] has supposed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
posed such a bill. 
such thing. 

Mr. MILLSON. Special instances, such as I | 
have referred to, are always regarded favorably. | 
‘The Committee of Ways and Means have re- | 
ported unanimously, recommending the passage | 
of the pending bill. [hardly think that if the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Campsey] had 


I have never sup- 


My bill does not propose any | 


acter of the bill, he would have withheld his con- | 
currence. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
tion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. [ am op- 
posed to all special legislation. I cannot entertain 
the same views asthe gentleman from Virginia. 
1 move to lay the bill upon the table; and on that 


I call for the previous ques- 


question demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. If the call for the | 


| previous question is not seconded, will it not then | 


| bill to be general in its provisions. 


be in order to amend the bill so as to make it 
general in its character? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I[ hope, then, the pre- 
vious question will be voted down. I want this 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would inquire whether | 
it is competent, at this stage of the proceedings, 


to move that that bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, with instructions to | 
report a general bill on the same subject? , 
he SPEAKER. It is not competent pending 
the call for the previous question. 

The question was taken on Mr. Camppety’s | 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— | 
yeas 93, nays 89; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Broom, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covede, 
Cox, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, 
English, Etheridge, Flagier, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Hasian, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas K.. Horton, 


——_ 





| Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pearce, i 


February 19, 


e W. Jones, Kn night, Knowlton, 
indley, Kilitan Mi es Mom 
Penning. 





Hughston, Ge 
Knox, Kunkel, 


| ton, Perry, Pettit, Pringle, Purvianee, Robbins, Roberts 


| Hendley S. Bennett, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock 


| Howard, Keitt, Kelly, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, 





Robison, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Samue!} “4 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Todd, Tyson, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwala. 
der C. Washburne, Watson, Whitney, Wood, Woodra# 
and Woodworth—93. ; : . odruff, 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale 

, 


: Brane 
Brenton, Burnett, Join P. Campbell, Lewis D. Dampben 
> 


| Carlisle, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. Ww. 


Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Jacob C. Davia 


: » Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Evans, Faulkne 


r, Foster, 


| Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W’ 


Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Houston 


; Lumpkin, 
Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, 


McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Mor. 
rison, Nichols, Peck, Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready 
Ricaud, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Savage’ 
Shorter, William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, ‘Talbot’ 
Taylor, Thurston, Trafton, Underwood, Wade, Walker. 
Sihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Welj;’ 
Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 


—ety. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, moved 


| that the vote by which the bill was laid upon the 


table be reconsidered; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSCN, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act for 
the relief of the heirs of the late Colonel John 
Hardin; when the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dickiys, their Secretary, notifying the 
House that the Senate had passed an act (H. R. 
No. 400) to divide the State of Texas into two 
judicial districts; and also, that the Senate had 
passed a resolution and bills of the following 
titles, in which he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House: 

A resolution (No. 53) to prevent the counter- 
feiting of the coins of the United States; 

An act (No. 511) supplementary to an act enti- 
tled ** An act to ascertain and settle the private 
land claims in the State of California,’’ approved 
March 3, 1851; and 

An act (No. 593) to divide the State of Mis- 
souri into two judicial districts, 

LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired ? 

The SPEAKER. 
expired. é 

Mr. HOUSTON. There isa small bill upon 
the Speaker’s table to dipose of, which will not 
occupy five minutes. I desire the House to take 
it up, and they may ask a committee of confer- 
ence or call the previous question upon it. It is 


The morning hour has not 


| the bill that passed the House proposing to rectify 


some errors in reference to the entries of lands 
under the graduation act. 

Mr. FLAGLER. 
of business. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I hope the House 
will insist upon going to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burrinton 
and GReENwoop were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
ninety-two in the affirmative. 

Mr. ORR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


CORRUPTION—SPECIAL REPORT. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. I am instructed by the select 
committee appointed to investigate the existence 
of corrupt combinations among members of Con- 
gress, to submit a special report relative to the 
case of the Hon. Wirtiam A. Gitsert, of New 
York, and I am directed to move that that report 
be printed; and I desire to state thet I shall move, 
when that question has been decided on, to post- 
pone its consideration until Monday next. I now 


move that the report be printed; and upon that I 


I call for the regular oe 
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Mr. FAULKNER. 1 want the report read. 

Mr, HOUSTON. I do not desire to restrain 
the gentleman; but I do not want the argument 
to be confined to one side. 








| House regularly. 


| The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- | 


cided that that rule applies to matters before the 
It does not affect this ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Maryland claims the 
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ms am ae the committee to demand the pre- | in PARER , Joe contlneane ee the sxanunrnge of the Chair, concludes with a 
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ou ject to its being presented. Lhave a preliminary || contents of the report. Let us hear it read. | Mr. GROW. Lrose to a point of order on the 
er, motion to make. ’ [ ; The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- || reception of the report — on its reception. To 
er, Mr. GROW. I rise to a point of order. Itis || land proposes to make a report which he claims || know whether this report comes within the au- 
uf stated by a member of the committee that this || to be a matter of privilege. The Chair cannot || thority of the Siomse, 1 ineniatl of the committee 
in’ report 1s in reference to a member of this House || decide what it is until he hears what it is. || to know the character of the report which they 

1 by name, and I desire to know whether that per- || Several Mempers. Let the report be read. _|| propose to make; not as to its contents. Suppose 

Or- son was before the committee at the time the tes-|| Mr.GROW. The point which I make is that || that they propose to report to this House some 
ly, timony, which the commitiee thinks implicates || the gentleman proposes to make a report which || transactions of a member in reference to his elec- 
tt, him, was taken? i jis not within the authority given by the House |, tion 
er, Mr, FLORENCE. Who says the testimony || to the committee. Therefore it ispropertoknow || TheSPEAKER. The Chair hasalready stated 
ls, implicates him? No one has said so. what kind of report the committee propose to || that itis impossible to decide the question whether 
nt Mr. GROW. If the committee refuses to an- || make. || the report is a question of privilege until its con- 

swer that question, I make a point of order, and I Mr. HOUSTON. 1 ask for the reading of the || tents be stated. 
will state it. It is, that this committee have nota || report, that we may know what it is. | Mr. HAVEN. Of course the gentleman from 

d right to make the report as a question of privilege. The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the || Maryland can speak for himself; but I under- 
ie They can only report by leave of the House, es- || report must be stated to the House. || stand the Chair to have misapprehended his mo- 
ie pecially if that report implicatesa member; andI || Mr. ORR. I hope that my colleague [Mr. || tion entirely. His motion, as I understood it, 

have a right to know what kind of a report they |} Davis] will not make any statement of the con: || was that the report be printed, and on that he 
propose to make, in order to make a point of order || tents of the report. If the House desire to know || called the previous question, saying that he should 
upon it. a ‘ | what the reportis, letit be read. Ifthe gentleman || then move, when the printing was disposed of, 
bs Mr. FAULKNER. I ask if I have not the || from Pennsylvania had pushed his investigations || that the matter be postponed until a subsequent 

: right to demand that the report be read? ; jin the Cilley case further, he would have found || day. e ; 

; Mr.GROW. The report cannot be received || that before the question was decided by the | The SPEAKER. If the report be received, 
as a question of privilege, for it implicates —I || House the report was read. | the question must be stated on. agreeing to the 
take it for granted, as the committee refuses to Mr. GROW. Under a suspension of the rules. || conclusion of the committee. The question of 
answer my question —a member of this House Mr. ORR. No, sir; not under a suspension of || printing is not an original question. If the pre- 

, who has not been before the committee, and con- || the rules. | vious question be seconded, it will be on the res- 
b fronted with the witnesses whose testimony im- Mr. GROW. Will the Chair allow me to |} olution or conclusion of the committee, whatever 
‘ plicates him. My point is, that the committee || settle that question by reading from the Globe? || it may be. 

E has exceeded the authority given it by the House; Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I call the gentle- |} Mr. ORR. Without the power to postpone? 
i and therefore they have not the right to report as || man from Pennsylvania to order. He has made | The SPEAKER. Ifthe House sustain the call 

. a question of privilege, any more than one of the || his question of order, and it must be decided by || for the previous question, it cuts off and precludes, 

: standing committees of this House can repogt || the Chez. without debate. || as has been decided every day, the motion to 
upon a subject not within its jurisdiction. That Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Lask for the read- || postpone. 

; this committee has exceeded its jurisdiction, I || ing of the 57th rule. Mr. ORR. But there is no motion but the 
take for granted, as the committee refuses to an- The rule was read, as follows: || motion to print pending. 

: swer the question I have propounded. « When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same || The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to make 

Mr. HOUSTON. I want to know if this || is objected to by any member, it shall be determined by a || any motion. If the report be received the action 

argument is in order? | vote of the House.” | of the House will be taken on the conclusion of 


the committee, whatever it may be. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Irise toapointof order. I 
understand that this report comes from the com- 
| mittee, raised some weeks since, to investigate 


Mr. GROW. In addition to the point I have 
raised, | raise a question of privilege in behalf 
of a member who, it is understood, is implicated 
by this committee, but who is confined to his 
room by sickness; and it is not safe for him to 
leave it. I have here a certificate of his physi- 
cian to that effect. He desires to be in the House 
to meet this report when it shall be made by the 


right to make a report as a privileged report. It | 
is impossible for the Chair to understand whether | 
| it is a privileged report or not, unless the purport 
of it be stated. 

Mr. GROW, 
der 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The Chair has | 


decided that debate is not in order. 


charges of corruption growing out of the action of 
members of Congress and others. I understand, 
that at that time, and under the lights then before 
the Speaker, it was a privileged question. I 
understand further that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania [Mr. Grow] objects to the reception of 
| this report, because it does not come within the 
province of the committee when raised by the 


I rose to state my point of or- 








committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania rises to a question of order, and denies 
that it is the privilege of the committee to submit 
their report. : 

Mr. GROW. I desire to cite the Chair toa 
ease which occurred in this House, and which is 
known as the Cilley duel case. There the com- 
mittee proposed to make a report, as this com- 
mittee do. The point of order was raised that 
the committee could not report except by leave 
of the House, and it was so ruled; and the rules 
were suspended in order that they might make 
their report. The same point of order was taken 
then which I take here, that a committee of this 
House, pursuing its investigation as this com- 
mittee has, not only exceeded their jurisdiction 
but violated the privileges of the House and the 
constitutional rights of members. [Calls to order.] 
I am stating a case to which I call the attention 
of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order till 
the question is decided. 

Mr. GROW. Have I not the right to cite the 
case and the ruling on it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not made a 
decision; and it is not the right of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to debate the question until 
it shall have beendecided. The gentleman from 
Maryland must state the character of the report 
which he proposes te make. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Does the Speaker 
decide that the conclusion.or the contents of the 
report should be stated? 





Mr. GROW. 
the 
Mr. HOUSTON. 

The SPEAKER. It is debatable. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to hear the 
resolution read which authorized the appointment 
| of the committee. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I do notknow that 





Is this debatable? 


of the report. The report should be allowed to 
speak for itself. If any gentleman desires to know 


| erly known from the reading of the paper. If it 


that the House may decide whether it be or be 
not a privileged matter, then I submit that the 
report itself must be read. I presume that it suf- 





ficiently appears tc be a privileged matter, from 
the fact that the committee was directed to in- 
vestigate the existence of corrupt combinations 
among members; and that the report which I sub- 
| mit is stated to be a report of that committee rela- 
tive to a member of this House. I presume that 
| that simple statement shows that it comes from 
the, committee which was, charged with a privir 
| leged subject, and that it relates to a highly privi- 
‘leged subject. If gentlemen desire to know the 

contents of the report, whether it inculpates or 
| exculpates members, and what proposal it sub- 
| mits to the House, then that can only be known 
from the reading of the paper; and 1 am content 
that it should be read, 


| The SrSAKER. The report, asit appears by 


In the case of the Cilley duel, | 


it is proper that I should state the general contents | 


| the contents of that report, it can only be prop- | 


be necessary for the contents to be known in order || 


|| Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. 


| 
1 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


House. The Chair intimates to the gentleman 
from Maryland that he must state the conteyts of 
|the report. I haye to vote on the point of order 
as raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
and I claim the right to hear the report read, that 
I may judge whether it comes within the rule, 
within the power of the committee; and no ar- 
| rangement, no change of opinion on the part of 
| the Presiding Officer can prevent me from having 
that information, which must be possessed to 
/enable the members of this body to determine 
| their votes. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided 
that the report shall not be read. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. ThenI call for the reading 
| of the report, so that we may see what the Chair 
|| does decide. 
| The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Penn- 
\| sylvania raised a question of order, and denied 
|| that the report should be received. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Then I call for the reading 
| that we, may see whether it should be receive 
|| or not. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair will first decide 
|| whether the report shall be received or not. 
| Mr.GROW. Mr. Speaker 





Is there an ap- 


peal pending? 
The SPEAKER, There is.no appeal pending. 
Then how is this 
question debatable, the previous question having 
| been called ? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I desire to with- 
draw the ¢all for the previous question, in order 
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that this question of jurisdiction, which gentle- The following is a copy of the resolution of- 
men seem desirous to make, may now be made, || fered by Mr. Bennett: 
Mr. CLINGMAN,. Then I give notice that] || Resolved, That the report of the select committee a 
. _ Then I give 1 || Resolved, That th th p- 
shall object to all discussion until the Chair || pointed on the 9th of ae 1857, and all the accompany- 
’ ‘ > | ing papers, be recommitted, with instructions to report to 
dec ide 8 the point of order. s 2 . | the ete the evidence taken, if any, in regard to the mat- 
rhe SI EAKER. Debate is notin order until ter about which they were authorized to inquire ; and also 
the question of order be decided. to report to the House whether, during that inquiry, any 
Mr.GROW. The point of order which I made | member was involved ; and if so, to report that fact to the 
- / : ¥ ail House, but not the evidence taken against any individual 
was, that this re = cannot be received except member, or any argument or comment thereon. 
by leave of the House; and I cited the Speaker 
to the action of the House, and to the ruling, in 








Mr. LETCHER. How does the gentleman 
the Cilley duel case. 


know there is a resolution attached to this report 
1 will read the following extract from the for the expulsion of any member? 
Globe: 


Mr. FLORENCE. I object to the introduc- 


“THE LATE DUEL. tion of the resolution. Let us get rid of one 
“Mr. Toucey then rose and informed the House that the || 
committee of investigation were now ready to report, and | | 
that they had unanimously directed him to move that its |) 
consideration be postponed till next Monday fortnight, and || 
that it be printed. He therefore asked leave of the House, 
at this time, to make the report. 
«Mr. Ropertreon was not prepared to say, at that time, 
whether he should vote for the proposition to print. 
«The Cuair reminded the gentleman that that proposi- | oT . . : 
tion was not before the House, but a simple application for | The SI EAKER. The motion 18 not In order. 
leave to report. When the report came in, then the gen- | Mr. BEN NETT, of New York. I take an 
Ueman might discuss the question to print, if it should be | appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
moved. AT OD 
‘* Mr. Pope objected to granting leave, and said he thought | lai oe eee I move that the appeal be 
it rather a strange proceeding to print a report of this | — 1 on as _- —_ 7 
character, and postpone it for two weeks. He would be | The SE EAKER. The gentleman from New 
willing to receive it on Monday morntng, but not to post- |; York is still in possession of the floor. 


question at a time. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
it is impossible to recommit a report that has not 
yet been received. The question now is, ‘‘ Shall 
the report be received ?’’ 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I made the 


motion to recommit, with instructions. 


pone it. , Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Is my ap- 
**Mr. Toucey moved a suspension of the rules. peal debatable ? 
“Mr. Peck moved an adjournment: lost—ayes 73, noes | | SE ae ‘ 

£0. . mre | The SPEAKER. Itis. 
“Mr. Pore said he would withdraw his objection; but || Mr. BENNETT, of New York. ThenI wish 


there were others made, and the House suspended the |; tg be heard for a moment 


— || The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish it to be distinctly || question. The gentleman from New York moves 
understood that ‘{ object to this irregular pro- that the report from the select committee be re- 
ceeding. | committed to that committee. The Chair decides 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s objection |) that that motion is not in order, inasmuch as the 
is well taken, and the gentleman from Pennsy]l- || report has not been received. From that decision 
vania has not the right to debate the question. _|| the gentleman from New York takes an appeal. 
Mr. LETCHER. Then I hope the gentleman || Mr. CLINGMAN. I must call the attention 
from Pennsylvania will be made to take his seat; || of the Chair to the preceding point of order which 
the point of order is decided against him. He is || remains yet undetermined; and I insist that until 
called to order, and the Chair decides that he is || it is determined, no motion, unless a motion to 
out of order, yet he continues upon the floor, and || adjourn, can be received. 
goes on with his remarks. 
Mr. GROW. Iam making but a statement. || the gentleman from North Carolina has been de- 
[Cries of ** Order!”’] I will continue to read the || cided. The Chair has decided that the report 
extract I have referred to. (Cries of ‘* Order!’’ || must be read, before the House can be called on 
and great confusion. to decide whether it is or is not privileged. 
Mr. KEITT. What does the Chair decide ? Mr. CLINGMAN. Then Lask that the report 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that || be read. 


the —_ proposed to be made by the gentleman The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
| 





fore it can be decided whether or not it shall be 
received. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I demand that the 
report be read. If I have not the right to demand 
that it be read, then let the Chair so decide. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. What is the decision of 
the Chair? 


takes an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 
appeal be laid upon the table. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has the floor. 
Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I ask the 
House to give me their attention only for a few 


I move that the 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that, |; moments. 
in his opinion, the report must be read before the Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Is that appeal de- 
question can be decided by the House. batable ? 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I have a res- 
olution which I desire to offer. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
regularly in order. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman from New York 
has a question of order to present, let him do so. 
I will be glad to hear it. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear the pur- 
port of the resolution proposed to be offered by 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. The resolu- 
tion I desire to submit is, that this report be re- 
committed to the select committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is not yet received. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Itisin order, Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
before the report is received, to make that motion. || tion of order. The Chair having decided that the 
The resolution I propose to offer will, I think, report must be read, and no appeal having been 


The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Then we will have 
debate on both sides. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the gentleman appeals 
from the decision of the Chair that the report must 
be read, how can he raise a subsequent question 


from Maryland must be stated to the House be- York rises to a subsequent question of order, and 


I object to everything not 





| precedence? 
| The SPEAKER. The first question has been 
| decided, and no appeal has been taken. The gen- 








York has the floor on that appeal. 





be satisfactory to every member of this House. || taken from that decision, must not the report be 
I propose to recommit this report to the selectcom- || now read ? 

mittee, with instructions to submit a proper report The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
as to the matter referred to said committee; and the || York has the right to make a question of order, 
evidence, if any, taken on that subject; and if, || and take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
during the inquiry, any member was involved, || The gentleman from New York will proceed. 
also to report that fact to the House; but not the Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman from New 
evidence taken ex parte against any member, or || York will be allowed to proceed. Let him state 
any argument or comment thereon; and not, for || the —_ upoe which he bases his appeal. 

the first time when a member is named, present The SPEAKER. He has a right to proceed. 
an accusation and a conviction, ending with ex- Mr. BENNETT, of New York. The matter 
pulsion. | of this report is one of great importance. It 


| "TheSPEAKER. The question referred to by | 


| of order and take another appeal? Which takes | 


tleman from New York rises to a subsequent | 
uestion of order, and takes an appeal from the 
dvclalens of the Chair. The gentleman from New | 
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attacks a member of this House, and my col- 
league. 

Mr. KEITT. I rise to a question of order 
We cannot know anything about a report until 
itis read. I do not know what that report is, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. The honor. 
able gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis} hag 
named the Hon. Witu1am A. GiLBert, of New 
York, to-day for the first time in this House, as 
a party charged; and he reports from a commit- 
tee a resolution to expel that member from this 
House, who was not named as a member to be 
proceeded against by the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Maryland did not say any such thing. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I understand 
the report ends with a resolution of expulsion or 
for final action against Mr. Gitpert. ‘That was 
the statement in substance made by the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Davis.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I have made no 
statement concerning the resolution of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. The fact is 
not now denied, and I have mentioned this only 
as preliminary to what I am going to say. What 
I fear. is, that this House, in their over zeal to 
reach men who are supposed to be criminal, 
will do great injustice to the privileges of the 
member accused, and of every member upon this 
floor. I claim, and I wish the House would pa- 
tiently hear me, that no man in this land is to be 
accused, tried, and condemned unheard, and then 
brought in here by a committee that the judgment 
of the committee shall be executed under the ope- 
ration of the previous question. Such a thing 
was never heard of before. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Was Mr. Brooks 
before the committee who reported on his case? 

«Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I always have 
understood he was. No,sir, not in Mr. Brooks’s 
case—not in any man’s case—never since civiliz- 
ation began—has such a thing been attempted 
before. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. Whatis the ques- 
tion before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, and debate 
must be confined to that appeal. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. This debate must 
be confined to the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hold the 
debate to the pending question. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. The resolu- 
tion raising this committee is neither more nor 
less than a committee of investigation. What 
was it to investigate? A charge based upon an 
article in the New York Times. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I call the gentle- 
man to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I take an appeal 
from that decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. There is one appeal already 
—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. It is — ap- 
parent that it is decided there shall be no action 
on this report — that it is to be choked down. 
[Loud cries of ** Order !”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
will be seated, or the Chair will order the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to arrest him. The Chair will 
order the arrest of any member who persists in 
disobeying the rules of the House. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. You had better 
send the Sergeant-at-Arms after the thieves. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to 
hold both sides of the House to a strict adher- 
ence to the questions before the House; and the 
Chair will state to the gentleman from New York 
that debate should be confined to the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. 
confine myself to that point. I want the House 
to bear in mind what this investigating commit- 
tee were to investigate; and | was going back to 
show what the charge was upon which that com- 
mittee was appointed; and then I was going to 
show the relevancy of my proposition. Thecharge 
was, in substance, that early during the last ses- 
sion a corrupt combination of members existed 
in this House, of such numbers and of such 
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strength, that they could kill or carry any meas- 
ure before this House in almost every instance. 
Such was the charge; and that charge was in- 
djorsed in some manner by a member, as is recited 
in the resolution which was passed. Upon that 

recise charge of general corruption and combi- 
pation, the appointment of a committee to inves- 
tigate it was made. That resolution passed this 
House by an almost unanimous vote; and now I 
am apprised that the committee comes in, and, 
through one ofits members, [Mr. Davis, of Mary- 
jand,] reports charges against an individual mem- | 
ber who was not named or alluded to. In that | 
resolution a corrupt combination was charged, 
and they report in reference to an individual mem- 
ber, in relation to whose actions they were not 
authorized to inquire, ao in connection with 
the corrupt combination charged. I make this 
remark, not because any member would shrink 
from an investigation, but I desire it should be 
done in a fair and legitimate way, and not in the 
manner in which this committee have proceeded. 
Why, Mr. Gitsert was away and at home when 
this charge was made before the committee. It 
was not introduced, according to the rules of 

arliamentary law, into this House, as it should 
besand the member did not have any notice before 
or at the time this charge was introduced improp- 
erly before the committee. 

Mr. SAVAGE. [rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I hope the 
gentleman will be patient. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I rise to a point of order on 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the 
gentleman from New York has a right to refer to 
the resolution which was passed by the House, 
and upon which the committee has acted, but that 
he cannot debate the general merits of the report. 

Mr.ORR. I hope the gentleman will be allowed 
to proceed and make his statement. 

r.SAVAGE. Well, I hope he will not. He 
is clearly not discussing the point of order as to 
whether the report shall be received. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hold the 
oun to the subject, which is the point of 
order. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. My resolu- 
tion is a resolution of instruction and recommit- | 
ment. Instruction to the committee to do what? 
The committee, I take it, only desires to do what 
the House thinks necessary and proper for their 
dignity and honor todo. I take it they do not 
desire to do anything unjust to any member. If 
they have any feelings which would lead them 
beyond that, { shall not believe it until I discover 
it in some way. Now, what do I propose? I 
propose that the committee shall report upon the 
subject committed to them, which is the specific 
charges of a corrupt combination or conspiracy 
of members of this House. If in that inquir 
any individual member is found to be involved, 
they should report that fact to the House—and 
that is all they should report. Then it would be 
before the House to try those members upon the | 
charges against them. And I ask, is not that 
right; and is it not parliamentary? Let me read 
the authorities to show that I am right. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. It is this: Is it in order for the 
gentleman from New York to discuss the propri- 
ety of the course pursued by the committee, when | 
the question is upon the appeal from the decision | 
of the Chair —the decision of the Chair being, | 
that there could be no motion to recommit the 
report until the report had been accepted; from | 
which decision of the Chair an appeal has been 
taken? The only question, therefore, is, whether 
the paper can be recommitted before it has been 
received. 








bate the general course pursued by the commit- 
tee. 
Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I was de- 
bating the propriety of my own resolution. 
Mr. RITCHIE. I wish to interrupt the gen- 
tleman from New York a single moment, for a 


word of explanation which relates to the remarks | 


of the gentleman from New York, and which, I 
think, will place the whole matter clearly before 
the House, and may give members some light as 
to the subsequent course of this discussion. 

The resolution under which the committee was 
appointed recited that certain charges had been 


| 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot de- | 
| 
| 
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made in the newspapers, of general corruption of ! reception. If the objection is on the ground of order, a ques- 

members of this House. In addition, it recites } = is ~~ in the ar for Sens cer 

Y : ® .. ti to ecide. ne groun of order is overruled, ort e report 

= — eee me ees eee "T oo || is suffered to proceed notwithstanding, or a suspension of 
. 


was referred to in the preamble by the words: | 


** Whereas, certain statements have been made, charging 
that members of this House have entered into corrupt com- || 
binations for the purpose of passing and preventing the pas- | 
sage of certain measures during the present Congress ; and || 
whereas a member of this House has stated that the article || 
referred to is not wanting in truth: Therefore,” &c. 


And the resolution which was passed referred 


the rules takes place, then the question of reception is to be 
put to the House, or supposed to be so, and if decided in the 
affirmative, the report is accardingly received and further 
proceedings had thereon. If the Dbjeetion is not one of 


order, the question of reception is to be put at once to the 
House.”’ 


Also from the Laws of Parliament, page 327: 


_* A committee of either House ought not by law to pub- 
lish their own results, neither are their conclusions of any 


| force without the confirmation of the House, which hath 
| the same power of controlling them as if the matter had 
| never been debated.” 


The law of the following authorities is to show 
| how a member should be proceeded against. 

I read from the Manual, page 66, and rule 139, 
adopting it: 

“When a committee is charged with an inquiry, if a 
member prove to be involved, they cannot proceed against 
| him, but must make a special report to the House; where- 
| upon the member is heard in his place, or at the bar, ora 
| special authority is given to the committee to inquire con- 
| cerning him.”»—9 Grey, p. 523. 
| _ ** 139. The rules of parliamentary practice, comprised in 

Jefferson’s Manual, shall govern the House in all cases to 
| which they are applicable, and in which they are notincon- 
| sistent with the Standing Rules and Orders of the House, 
| and the Joint Rules of the Senate and House of Represent- 


to that preamble, and is in these words: 


“ Resolved, That a committee, consisting of five members, 
be appointed by the Speaker, with power to send for per- 
sons and papers, to investigate said charges ; and that said 
committee report the evidence taken, and what action, in 
their judgment, is necessary on the part of the House, with- 
out any unnecessary delay.” 

The construction put upon that resolution by 
the majority of the committee was, that we were 
to inquire in reference to any individual case of cor- 
ruption charged upon any member of the House 
by any evidence which should come before them, 
and oa ¢ should proceed to investigate that case, 
and make a report upon it, reporting the evidence 
on both sides, and the opinion of the committee 
upon the evidence, anda resolution to be adopted 


by the House. 

In obedience to that construction of the order of 
the House, we have acted, not because we thought 
it discretionary with us whether we would or not, 
but because we thought it incumbent upon us. I 
say with perfect frankness, that if I did not feel 
bound to report in the manner we have done, I 
would not have done it. But I felt bound to re- 
port an individual case, if it came before the com- 
mittee, under the circumstances under which the 
resolution was proposed and adopted. Now, if 
the House differs from us upon that point, and 
are of opinion that we have no right to go into an 
investigation of an individual case, and report a 
resolution for final action to the House, we do 
not want them to receive the report. Butif,under 
the resolution, they think we have, they should 
receive the special report, and either adopt it or 
reject it as they think proper. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. The fact is 
now distinctly before the House just as I stated 
before, that under this general resolution of in- 

uiry, the committee have investigated several 
distinct individual charges, have taken evidence 
before them, and have brought ina resolution for 
the final action of the House against individual 
members never named before. ‘That is the point 
of order I make against their proceeding, and I 
object to the reception of that report, and I object 
to it upon authority. I contend that it is proper 
that this report should be sent back to them, with 
instructions to report upon the subject committed 
to them, and if any individual, during the course 
of their inquiry, be found impliceted in any im- 
proper conduct, to report that fact to the House, 
for the House to take action upon it, and not 
proceed at once ex parte to accuse, try, and con- 
demn any member of this House not named be- 


fore. As to recommitting the report, I will read | 


from May’s Parliamentary Law, page 295: 


‘* A select committee is composed of certain members 
appointed by the House to consider or inquire into any 
matters, and to report their opinions, for the information of 
the House. Like a Committee of the Whole House, a se- 
lect committee are restrained from considering matters not 
specially referred to them by the House. Whenitis thought 
necessary to extend their inquiries beyond the order of ref- 
erence, a special instruction from the House gives them 

















atives.’*— September 15, 1837. 
Also from Debates in the Commons, volume 


| 12: 


“This day, Mr. Sandys, to avoid the reflection of a dis- 
honorable proceeding, in preferring a charge without giving 
previous notice, thought it proper to go from his place to 
Sir Robert Walpole, and in a very frank manner told him, 
that he might take warning, and prepare to be upon his 
guard, for that on Friday next he should bring an accusation 
of several articles against him. Sir Robert paused a little 
upon so unexpected a compliment; but thanked him very 
politely for the information, and said he desired no favor, 


| but fair play. Mr. Sandys afterwards mentioned this affair 


publicly in the House, and said he had a charge to make 
against an honorable member of the House, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, whom he required to be in his place to 
hear and answer it on Friday morning next. Sir Robert 


| returned for answer, that he should certainly attend; and 
| as he was not conscious of any crime to deserve such an 


accusation, did not doubt of being able to make a proper 
defense.”’ 

Mr. SAVAGE. [rise to a point of order. I 
understood the Chair, when I made the point of 
order on the gentleman a moment since, to pledge 
to me and the House that he would keep the 
gentleman in order and keep him confined to the 
point; I submit to the Chair whether the gentle- 
man is continuing in order, and whether it is not 
the duty of the Chair to keep him in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 


| the gentleman from New York is anticipating the 


discussion. The report is not yet received; and 
the question immediately pending is a question 
of order, whether before the report be received 
a motion to recommit is in order? 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Can I not 


| be allowed to give authority to show that my 
| instructions are in order? 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would submit 
this one remark, that the question of privilege 
nee supersedes all others, and must be first 
decided. 

The SPEAKER. That is the very question 
pending. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can he submit 
his notice to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. It is a precedent question, 
and must be first decided. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The question of 


| privilege should be first decided, and the Chair 


authority for that purpose ; or if it be deemed advisable to || cannot decide that until the report be read. 


restrict their inquiries further than was originally intended, 
an instruction may be given by the House, prescribing the 
limits of their powers.”’ 


And also from Cushing’s Law and Practice of | 


Legislative Assemblies, page 756: 


** On the question of bringing up the report, it is compe- 
tent to any member to object to receiving the report on the 
ground of any irregularity, either of form, as, for example 
that the report is full of erasures and interlineations, or 0 
substance, as, for example, that it is not within the powers 
of the committee ; or to go into a general debate on the sub- 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Bennett] has a right to makea ques- 
tion of order, and must be heard upon it; but 
the gentleman must confine himself to the ques- 
uuon. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish, through the Speaker, 
to appeal to the House to aliow something like a 
candid deliberation and debate to goon. So many 
interruptions are discreditable to us, not only 


ject-matter; butit is not in order to move to amend the re here, but in the estimation of the world. 

port ; it must either be received or rejected, as it is; andno | | The SPEAKER. The entleman from New 
motion, except for recommitment, can be made in relation to || York must confine himself to the narrow ques- 
it until it has been received. tion of the motion to recommit. 


*¢ Whenever the chairman or other member of the com- Mr. BENNETT, of N York. My idea. and 
ittee i y tore ins possession of the House Bel a gOS. NOW SOK. my 1068, an 
er aes atin conrens codaanomnaad the point which I present, is this: that it is not 


or is called by the Speaker, for the purpose, and announces 1] 3 is E 
that he has a report trom sucha committee. He thereupon | in order, under the general resolution constitutin 
proceeds in his place to read the reportin question. Ifthe || this committee, to report individual charges, an 
report is objected to by anybody, either on the ground of : 


form, as not being properly prepared, according to the orders to have final action taken against a parnee of the 
of the House, or of substance, as not being within the juris- | House, if, when this report came in, objection 


diction of the committee, this raises the question of the |, was made to its being received. 
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The SPEAKER. That is very true. That | order, first, that it cannot be received or read, and || for a better price than the witness had named. 


question is still pending. Butthe gentleman from || that it cannot be read until it be received. 

Ki w York raised another question, which is, that || The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
it is in order to move to recommit the report be- || report must be stated to the House; and the House 
fore it is received. The Chair rules the motion || can then judge whether it will be received or not. 
to be out of order, and from that decision the gen- Mr. LETCHER. Then I call for the reading 
Ueman from New York takes an appeal. of the report, before there are any more points 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Then I will || of order. 

»ropose to withdraw the motion to recommit; and Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, read the report, 
| move instructions to the committee. || and it is as follows: 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent for the | The Select Committee appointed, in pursuance 
rentleman to move instructions until the report || of the resolution of the House of the 9th of Jan- 
be received. ‘The Chair has stated that when the || uary, 1857, to investigate certain charges referred 
report shall have been received the motion will be || to in the preamble to the resolution, and to report 
in order; but the report is not yet received. || the evidence taken, and what proceedings, in their 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. { tine to a question || judgment, are necessary on the partof the House, 
of order. The gentleman from New York has || submit the following report relative to Wi.1AM 
withdrawn his appeal from the decision of the || A. Gitpert, a member of this House from New 
Chair, and there 1s nothing for debate. York: 

‘The SPEAKER. He has moved another ques- || The testimony of two witnesses relates to that 
tion, and that is a resolution of instructionsto the || member. An analysis of their evidence will best 
committee. | exhibit what the committee considered to be 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. The Chair has de- || proved; and areference to their testimony at large 
cided that that is out of order, and the gentleman || will enable the House to judge for themselves the 
has not appealed from the decision. || conclusions of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggested that the The first witness, James R. Sweeney, stated 
gentleman had not the floor for that purpose, and || that he knew of a case of an attempt of a member 
that 10 was nota question of privilege; but until || of Congress to obtain compensation for his vote; 
it is determined whether the report shall be re- || that the compact was entered into in witness’s 
ceived, the resolution of instructions cannot be || presence, between the author of the book, F. F. 
received. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. My point is, || liam A, Gilbert; that he could not give the lan- 
that the reception of the report involves a breach || guage used, nor was he sure he could give the 
of the privileges of every member on this floor. || substance of their talk; but the result was given 
‘The committee might just as well have moved a || in a writing which he produced—which was an 
resoluuion to expel any member on this floor, || orderon the Clerk of the House, drawn by Trip- 
without having a hearing, as Mr. GitBerr. lett, in favor of Sweeney, for $14,500, and dated 

The SPEAKER. The whole question will be || August, 1856. 
raised when it is decided whether the reportshall || Mr. Triplett proposed, if the book was taken by 
be received; and on that question the members || Congress at $1 35 per copy, he would give $7,500; 
of the House havea right to have the report | if at $1 40, then $500 more, and so on at the same 
read. || rate up to $1 50 a copy; the scale might have 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I object to | begun at $1 40 and $8,000; but his impression was 
the reception of the report; and on the question || that it began at $1 35. 
of its reception | call fora vote of the House, and No writing was drawn at the time of the ar- 
claim a right to have a vote upon it. rangement; figuring only was done to ascertain 

The SPEAKER. 

York must see that where a report is presented 
by a committee on the privileges of the House, 
and where objection is made to the reception of 
that report, it must be stated to the House in order 
that the body shall determine whether the report || before verbally made. He was requested to take 
shall be received or not. The Chair has not re- || the order in his own name; he could not say he 
ceived it; but it must be submitted to the House || 
whether it wiil be received or not. 





day the witness was requested by Mr. Gilbert 
to procure the writing above mentioned. That, 
however, no part of the money was for him, but 
it was in pursuance and execution of the contract 





to any person; but the bargain was between Trip- 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I raise this | lett and Gilbert, and his understanding was that 
point of order. The genteman from Maryland || the money was to go to Mr. Gilbert. 

introduced a report, accompanied by a resolution, || The witness said further, that there was an ap- 
which he stated at the time had reference to an | parent Seed between the rate of compen- 


individual member of this House. Now, sir, my | sation and the order, and that there was a differ- | 


judgment is, that, under the resolution which was || ence of opinion elsewhere on that point; but his 
adopted by the House, they could report to the || impression was that all above a certain amount 
House whether there had been produced before |! was to go to other parties than the author of the 
them any evidence showing that there were corrupt || book; that he was to pay at the rate he had spe- 
combinations here, and if so, then it would be im || cified up to $1 50; and if the work was taken at 
order for the House to order a trial, and that trial || that rate, one or two thousand dollars additional. 
should be had according to parliamentary usage, || The other witness was F. F. C. Triplett, the 
and in a manner that would protect the rightsof all | compiler of the work in question, who stated that 
members. My pointis this: that,inasmuch asthe || he had had negotiations with members of Con- 
gentleman from Maryland has stated that his re- | gress, though he did not know that he could do 
port has reference to an individual member, andas | justice to the party in question; that three or four 
we are called upon to pass upon a resolution affect- 
ing that member, it is not in order for the House || Pensions, he had prepared a digest of the pension 
to receive a reportand pass on the case ofan indi- | and bounty land Jaws, and endeavored, but failed, 
vidual member, and that all that this committee || to get Congress to take copies of the work. 


can do is io make a general report, and then the At the last session, one Bennett, who had printed 
tiouse may, if it see fit, order the trial of all these 


partes, according to parliamentary law. ‘There- | 
fore, if the Chair rules that this report can be re- | 
ceived—-this report going outside of the jurisdic- | 
tion of the commision’ shall feel myself bound 
to take an appeal. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has not made | 
that ruling. © The question as to whether the re- | 
vort will be received or not must be determined || he wished to talk was mentioned at that time. 
by the House. || He saw Mr. Gilbert afterwards, and in a conver- 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. That is why 1 || sation about that and other things, the 
raise the question of order. It already appears, | came to the witness about in this way: Mr. Gil- 
from the statement of the gentleman from Mary- | bert asked the witness for what amount he could 
land, that the report is not and cannot be in | afford to publish his book? He made a calcula- 
compliance with the resolution of the House con- || tion, and stated the amount which would satisfy 
stituting that committee; and inasmuch as that || him for the publication of it. 
appears from the statement of the gentleman who The witness thinks Mr. Gilbert said he thought 
ollered the report, | may well take the point of || the thing could-be got through, and got through 


the witness had set to work to resist his claim, 
received a message from William A. Gilbert that 
he desired to see witness and converse with him 
relative to his book. 

The introduction took place. The witness is 
not certain that the subject-matter about which 











years ago, at the request of the Commissioner of | 


| his work, endeavored to push it on Congress; and | 


and was confining himself to that alone, when he | 


C. Triplett, and the member of Congress, Wil- | 


As nearly as he could recollect, | 


The gentieman from New || the sums on the various prices; but at a subsequent | 


. i 
was ordered, in so many words, to pay the money | 











What that price was the witness could no 
with certainty. He had been told, however 
that his competitor was making liberal prop. 
ositions to members of Congress; and the wi:. 
ness told Mr. Gilbert that he was willing to take 
a certain sum for his book—perhaps $1 40 per 
copy—and that if it were put in af a higher price 
the witness did not care what became of the ba. 
ance of it; and prior to the last session, he gaye 
| to Sweeney an order for a certain amount of 

money, on the supposition that if the resolution 
should pass, this money should be paid out of 
that appropriation. 

He did not care about inquiring who was to 
receive it, nor what became of it. He thinks jt 
was in the neighborhood of $14,500. It proceeded 
on the supposition that so many copies of the book 
were taken at such a price. The witness knew from 
the information he had in reference to such mat- 
ters, that he could not hope to get anything done 
without the use of means, and therefore he assented 
to the proposal, without attempting to investigate how 
the money was to be used. ‘Vnere was no distinct 
| understanding between this gentleman and him- 
self as to the appropriation of the money. His 
| recollection of how the prornise came to be put 
into writing is this: he thinks there was probably 
a desire on the part of both parties that it should 
be done. It was saueenied to him that the party 
who had made the proposal wanted something to 
show for it; and the witness, wishing to have no 
such dealing with a member of Congress, was 
anxious it should be placed in the hands of a third 
party. The paper was given on Sweeney’s rep- 
| resentation. ‘There were, of course, various con- 
| sultations with Mr. Gilbert, but the above is, the 
witness says, the substance of them, so far as re- 
lates to the contract. When Sweeney made appli- 
cation for the paper, witness told him he was very 
glad to be relieved from the position of having any 
eontract with a member of Congress on the sub- 
ject. He never expected to inquire who received 
the money in the event of the passage of the book; 
he intended to keep himself as ignorant upon that mat- 
ter as he could, WITH A STRONG BELIEF ON THE 
subject. His impression was, that Sweeney’s 
application was the result of an interview with 
the member, though Mr. Gilbert never told him 
so; but Sweeney came to the witness originally 
about the matter; knew all about it from the first; 
and the witness supposed that he was a friend 
of this party, Mr. Gilbert, and that if he paid 
Sweeney, it would be satisfactory to Mr. Gilbert. 

The understanding between the witness at the 
time of the conversation between him and Mr. 
Gilbert was not that Mr. Gilbert was to have the 
surplus money, but that it was to be used in those 
influences that are used in the passage of bills involv- 
ing MONEY ; What part Mr. Gilbert was to have, 
or whether he was to have any, the witness says, 
of course, he never inquired, but he was to exert 
himself for the passage of the bill. Though the 
witness had conversations with other members, 
this was the only thing which seemed like a defi- 
nite understanding; and this understanding was that 
witness did not care to know, and did not intend 
to know, how the money was to be disposed of. 
There was no other conversation where there was 
| any such understanding — passing loose talk and 
suggestions; there was nothing approaching a 
contract with any one else. 

The contract to which he had referred was not 
absolute. It was given to Sweeney with the under- 
standing that he was not to execute it unless the 
book passed at a certain price—he thinks it was 
$1 50 per copy ; he thinks something was said 
about a graduated scale, or perhaps $1 50 was to 
be paid to him, and all over to some one else. If 
the highest price named were given, the whole 
sum in the writing was to be paid—if a less price, 
a reduction was tobemade. He did not mean to be 
understood that he entered into a contract with Mr. 
Gilbert on the first conversation, but he thinks that 
when the arrangement was finally made, Sweeney was 
present, but not at our first conversation when Mr. 
Gilbert was introduced. 

On a subsequent day, Mr. Triplett was reéx- 
amined, and din testified, among other things, 
relative to Dr. Welch’s relations to Mr. Gilbert, 
as follows: That he meant to confine himself, in 
his reply to a question previously answered, to a 
denial of any specific contract with any one else 
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an arrangement with Mr. Gilbert, though he did | 
not think he knew the terms. The witness’s im- 
yession is, that the first conversation between 
fim and Dr. Welch upon the subject was in the 
room, or at least in the presence of Mr. Gilbert. 
Whether the witness had been told beforehand, or 
then heard that Dr. Welch was to be a recipient 
of part of the money, he cannot say; but he thinks 
it probable he asked him what amount had been 
avreed on with Mr. Gilbert, but on these matters 
he cannot undertake to be accurate. He did not 
know that he told Dr. Welch the exact amount, | 
pnt thinks it likely he told him it was up toa cer- 
tain amount, without informing him accurately 
about it; because he supposed, if he was to get any 
compensation, he was to get it from Mr. Gilbert, | 
and that they would make their arrangements to- || 
gether. He thinks it was understood by both par- | 
ties that it was expected he would receive some | 
compensation, though he does not think he ever 
heard Mr. Gilbert say what amount he intended | 
tocive him. In most of the conversations there 
was no reference to any pecuniary transactions 
at all. 

The said Sweeney further testified to the fol- || 





THE CONG 





| between W. A. Gilbert and F. F. C. Triplett, in | 
| the presence of Sweeney, verbally, relative to the | 


out of the question, and leaves no doubt on the 
minds of the committee of the truth of their state- |! 
ment. They concur in stating the following ma- | 
terial and decisive facts: 

1. That there was a bargain or contract made 


procuring the passage of a resolution for the pur- | 
chase of Triplett’s book. 
2. That thecontract was,informand substance, | 
that Triplett was to have only a part of the money | 
which Congress might appropriate for his book. | 
3. That the residue was to be at the disposal 
of W. A. Gilbert. It was not stipulated, in so 
many words, that the money was to be paid to | 
him, but that was the understanding at the inter- | 
view when the bargain was made. | 
4. Thatthe writing was demanded by Sweeney, 
in the name of Mr. Gilbert, in fulfillment of the | 
contract previously made in his presence between 
Triplett and Mr. Gilbert; and that Mr. Triplett 
gave the paper in performance and evidence of | 
the contract previously made. | 
5. That the paper indicated the highest sum to | 
be paid in the event of the book being taken by | 
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Of those examined by Sweeney, four were from 
the county of his residence, all of whom attested 
as well his general good character as his credi- 
bility under oath; and two other witnesses from 
that locality, summoned on behalf of Sweeney, 
were not examined, owing to their having failed 
to reach this city in time to appear before the 
committee. 

On full consideration of this testimony as to 
character, the committee consider that it is quite 
apparent thatSweeney isa man of strong feelings, 
rather vindictive when provoked, not overs¢ru- 
pulour in his measures of revenge, and that, as 
the natural consequence of such a character ming- 
ling in active political and business life, he is sur- 
rounded by many and strong enemies, who, in 
the heat and#itterness of political and business 
differences, have assailed the character of their 
adversary. 

But the committee are of opinion that the bal- 
ance of the testimony is decidedly in favor of the 
truthfulness and credibility, under oath, of Swee- 





|| ney, and the absence of every appearance of hos- 


tility between himself and Mr. Gilbert; the fact 
that their amicable relations have never been in- 


lowing fact touching Mr. Gilbert: That the Hon. || Congress at the highest price named; but that || terrupted since Mr. Gilbert recommended him to 


Ww. A. Gilbert told him that the said Gilbert had || 
received seven square miles of land, and some | 
little stock, for his vote and influence in the pas- || 
save of the Iowa railroad bill. It was in warm | 
weather; they went somewhere about Four-and- 
a-Half street, and sat on Morrison’s stoop late | 
in the evening, and Mr. Gilbert then told the 
witness that he had received that amount for his 
vote. He said he was put down for that amount. || 
It was atter the passage of the Iowa bill; and his || 
impression was, he named Mr. Chase as the || 
person with whom he made the arrangement. 

To this case Mr. Gilbert replied in substance: || 
That he was informed, by Sweeney, of Bennett’s 
efforts to procure the passage of a resolution for | 
the purchase of his book—a piracy of Triplett’s 
work; that it would be an outrage to encourage 
such a fraud; that Triplett had several times tried | 
and failed to get his book purchased, but had | 
abandoned the effort, and now confined himself |} 
to defeating Bennett, and asked to be allowed to 
introduce Triplett; he consented; Triplett was 
introduced. Mr. Gilbert talked with him about }} 
his book and its price; and told Triplett that he 
thought his work a valuable one for distribution, 
and that it ought to be adopted in preference to 
Bennett’s. Triplett said, if necessary to defeat 
Bennett, he would be willing to put his book at 
cost, or even less than cost. Mr. Gilbert said || 
that if the book was adopted it should be ata 
fair remunerative price, and asked him what he 
could furnish the book for. Triplett afterwards 
informed Mr. Gilbert what he could furnish it for, 
and said he did not care what becdme of any excess. 
He declares himself ignorant of what Sweeney 
may have told Triplett of his views and pur- 
poses, as well as of Triplett’s inferences. That 
no agreement was made with him by Triplett, 
Sweeney, or any one else, whereby he was to 
have, or expected to have, any benefit from the 
passage of the resolution; and he never knew of, 
or had the remotest idea of, the existence of the 
writing or order until after it was produced before 
the committee. 

2. That he had not the slightest recollection of | 
any conversation with Sweeney about his vote || 
on the Iowa railroad bill; and he knows he never || 
told Sweeney that he was to have seven square || 
miles of land, or any other quantity of land, for | 
his vote; and that he never stipulated for any } 
quantity of land, or other pecuniary considera- 
tion, for his vote on that or any other bill. 

The two witnesses were examined separately 
on the same day, in immediate succession, and 
without the charice of consultation. Neither knew 
what the other had testified. Neither knew how 
the committee became possessed of their names, 
or of the facts they could prove. They both tes- | 
tified reluctantly. They nowhere volunteered any 
statement. They gave the names of the gentle- 
men implicated with the greatest reluctance, and | 
only after repeated requisitions by the committee, | 
with reiterated expressions of the opinion of the 
committee that they would be compelled to an- 
swer if they refused. And both testify to the 











| on pages 
| general report. 


| (B. Hooe and Captain Darling,) had no such 
| them to express an opinion; one (Samuel Cole) 


| would believe him under oath, but where his feel- | 
| ings were much interested he would desire to ex- | 





Same transaction relative to the bargain about the 


under that there was a graduated scale of com- 
pensation, varying in certain proportions accord- | 
ing to the price obtained. 

Tf both witnesses were unworthy of belief, such | 
concurrences, in the absence ofall collusion, would | 
of themselves prove their own truth; and here no 


collusion is possible. || 


The committee tendered to Mr. Gilbert an op- | 
portunity to confront the witnesses whose testi- 


mony related to him, and to have them subjected || 


to examination in his presence, but this was de- 
clined by him. They cannot weigh his statement 
as evidence against the testimony of witnesses. | 


| That statement suggests no hypothesis consistent || 


with the concurrent testimony of the witnesses, | 
which shows their testimony to be consistent with 
his innocence. 

Mr. Gilbert has confined himself to taking evi- 
dence to impeach the character of Mr. Sweeney. 
On that point seventeen witnesses have been ex- 


| amined by the committee; of those witnesses, nine || 
| were called by Mr. Gilbert, and eight were sum- 


moned on the suggestion of Sweeney. The tes- | 
timony given by these witnesses will be found 
of the testimony accompanying the 
It is conflicting in character. 

Of the witnesses called by Mr. Gilbert, two 








knowledge of his general character as entitled | 


amine his testimony with a good deal of care; and | 
one (O. B. Marsh) said he would be disposed to 


| believe him on oath; he never saw anything to | 
| the contrary. 


The other witnesses called by Mr. Gilbert all 


| concluded by stating that they would not believe || 
him under oath; but the cross-examination re- | 


vealed the fact that many of the expressions of 


| opinion which went to form the witnesses’ opin- 
| ion, proceeded from persons who had had contro- 
| versies with the witness about business matters | 


ofan exciting character, where barsh imputations 
were freely indulged, and in some cases the vague- 
ness of the suggestion deprived it of any character 
except that of general abuse; and it appeared that | 
other expressions of opinion relied on were from 
ersons who had differed with him about the po- 
fitical intrigues of primary assemblies and con- 
ventions, involved imputations of untrustworthi- 
ness in his political relations, but partook at once 
of the bitterness and the generality of political 
abuse. 
Of the witnesses on the part of Sweeney, one 
(Robert Morris) had not such knowledge of his 
general character as entitled him to testify; all the 


rest declared his character good, and all but one | 


declared they would believe him on oath; and the | 
one who did not so say was silent, because the 

question was not put to him in that form, but was | 
asked further than touching his general character, 


| which he concurred with the others in pronounc- 


ing good. _ 
Of the witnesses examined by Mr. Gilbert, five 
were from the county of Sweeney’s residence in 


book of Mr. Triplett, with a substantial concur- | New York, and one other was in this city, but 


rence which puts &ny supposition of invention 


war not called, owing to his fatigue. 


} Lam keeping order. 


the Doorkeeper of this House for an office in his 
gift, as well as the reluctant manner of the wit- 
ness in giving his testimony, relieves his testi- 
mony from all abatement which it might have 
been justly subjected to had he been a voluntary 


|| witness, seeking the committee with his inform- 


ation, animated by spite towards Mr. Gilbert, or 
| having some sinister motive to accomplish by his 
| ruin; but as the matter stands, gratitude for for 

mer favors powerfully impelled him to silence. 
| His testimony shows him to have been at least a 
confidant nid accomplice of the parties to the 
corrupt transaction of which he testifies, and his 
interest was to say as little as he could without 
| encountering the penal laws; and his examination 
| shows that his conduct accorded with this pre- 
| vailing interest. 

Such testimony the committee cannot disregard ; 
| but when they find it to accord in every material 
| circumstance with the testimonf of the principal 
in the transaction, who is not in any way im- 
peached, they regard it as entirely worthy of con- 
fidence. Butif this testimony be disregarded, an 
| examination of the above analysis of the testi- 

mony of Triplett will show that every part of the 
| case, relative to the book resolution, is distinctly 
| testified to by him, and no part of the case rests 
| on the uncorroborated evidence of Sweeney. 

On the strength of this evidence the commit- 

tee, in performance of that part of the duty im- 
osed on them by the resolution, to report tu the 
louse what action, in their opinion, the House 

on its part ought to take, submit the following 
| resolutions: 

Resolved, 1. That Wittiam A. Ginpert, a member of 

this House from New York, did agree with F. F. C, Triplett 

| to procure the passage of a resolution or bill through the 
| present Congress for the purchase by Congress of certain 


|| copies of the book of the said Triplett on the pension and 


bounty-land laws, in consideration that the said Triplett 
| should allow hii to receive a certain sum of money out of 
| the appropriation for the purchase of the book. 
| Resolved, 2. That WitttaM A. Gitpert did cast his vote 
| on the Iowa land bill, depending heretofore before this 
| Congress, for a corrupt consideration, consisting of seven 
| square miles of land and some stock given or to be given to 
hin. 

Resolved, 3. That Wittiam A. Gitpert, a member of 
| this House from New York, be forthwith expelled from this 


| House. 
HENRY WINTER DAVIS. 
JAMES L. ORR. 
HIRAM WARNER. 
DAVID RITCHIE. 


| 
| Pending the reading, 
| 


= 


Mr. WATSON (interrupting) said: I would 
| like to inquire whether that is evidence, or simply 
|| a report of the committee? 
| The SPEAKER. Itisa report of the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. WATSON. Ido not find power for them 
to report anything more than their recommenda- 
tion of action. They have no right to report the 
evidence in this way. [Loud calls to ** Order!’’} 
I find that the resolution 
constituting the committee is, that they shall 
| report the evidence, with a recommendation of 

action. That is all theycan do. I do not under- 
stand this to be the evidence. I understand it to 
be the conclusion of the committee. I prefer to 
: draw my own conclusions. I understand that this 


| 
| 
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evidence has been taken in the absence of the 
parties implicated. I understand that they have 
not met their witnesses face to face, or been per- 
mitted to do so. 

Mr. ORR. Thatis not true. The gentleman’s 
information is not correct. The gentleman [Mr. 
Giceert] had the opportunity to meet and cross- 
examine the witnesses, and he declined to do so. 

Mr. WATSON. I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina whether this gentleman [Mr. 
Gisert] was summoned to the committee room 
when this evidence was taken? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina has not the opportunity to answer at 
this time. The Chair understands that the report 
is being read for the information of the House. 

The reading of the report was ghen resumed 
and finished. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. Is the reso- 
Jution I sent to the Clerk’s desk in order at this 
time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the report of the committee must be received 
to the extem that, upon the subject referred to 
them it implicates a member of the House, and is 
therefore a subject for action to that extent. 

Mr. LETCHER. I want to understand 
whether this report is received and in the pos- 
session of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that 
the report, in the opinion of the Chair, must be 
received to the extent of implicating a member 


of the House on the subject referred to this com- 
mittee. Therefore, itis before the House for its 
action, 


Mr. GROW. The question of order to which 
I rose was on that point directly. I hold that, 
under parliamentary law, this committee could 
not take testimony after a member of this House 
was implicated, without first coming into the 
House and getting authority for that purpose. 


The objection [ make to the reception of this 
report is upon that ground, 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to 
determine by a vote. 


Mr. ORR. Is it to be determined by a vote ? 

The SPEAKER. It is for the House to de- 
termine whether or not the committee has gone 
beyond its jurisdiction. 

Mr. GROW. _ Is the question debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The question is de- 
batable. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I will now pro- 
ceed to show the parliamentary law which con- 
trols this case and sustains the point of order I 
have made. Then I will refer to some of the au- 
thorities which | was prevented from reading to 
the House when I was upon the floor before. In 
reper *s Manual, on page 66, is the following 
rule: 

* When a committee is charged with an inquiry, if a 
member prove to be involved, they cannot proceed against 
him, but must make a special report to the House; where- 
upon the member is heard in his place, or at the bar, or a 
special authority is given to the committee to inquire con- 
cerning him.” 

Now, I take it that the gentleman from South 
Carolina does not mean to assert that when this 
man Sweeney testified to this transaction, the 
committee gave notice to Mr. Gi.pert to appear 
and confront that witness in his examination in 
chief. The gentleman stated that he was noti- 
fied. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
mean to say that Mr. Gitpert was notified when 
Mr. Sweeney named his name before the com- 
mittee as & party to a corrupt transaction, and that 
the examination was suspended until Mr. Gu.- 
pert could come before them to answer? The 
gentleman stated he was notified and refused to 
act. lundertake to state, on the authority of the 
member from New York [Mr. Gitspert] himself, 
that he was not notified. 

Mr. ORR. I do not exactly comprehend the 
gentieman’s statement. 

Mr. GROW. The question I propound to the 
gentleman from South Carolina is this: Did the 
committee, when Sweeney was before them and 
gave the name of a member of this House as im- 
pes in a dishonorable transaction, suspend 

1is examination and notify the member of that 
fact, and that he could appear to confront the 
witness? 

Mr. ORR. The report which has just been 
read ought to relieve the gentleman’s mind upon 
that subject; but with a view of enlightening him 


fully upon the point, I propose to say this: The 
committee were charged by the House with a 
certain investigation, an investigation looking to 
combinations of certain of its members. In the 
progress of that investigation witnesses were 
called; and when one of them, Mr. Sweeney, im- 
plicated one of the members of this House, the 

| committee proceeded to take his testimony and 
| the testimony of such other witnesses as they 
found, from the examination or otherwise, was 
material to the understanding of the entire case. 
When that was done, the committee caused a 
complete copy of every portion of the testimony 
that was taken affecting any member of the House, 
to be made out by the clerk of the committee, to 

| be carried by the clerk to him with a notification 
that the party could cross-examine the witnesses 
and offer explanatory or contradictory testimony. 
That was done in Mr. Gitpert’s case. He de- 
| clined to have us recall Sweeney and Triplett for 
| the purpose of cross-examination, but he did sub- 
mit some testimony with reference to Sweeney’s 
character. Nothing was done with reference to 
Mr. Gitsert that he was not notified of, and 
that he did not have a full opportunity to meet. 
Mr. GROW. It was to clear away the doubt 
and ambiguity, notonly of the gentleman’s answer 
to the interrogatory of the gentleman from Ohio, 
but the ambiguity of the report itself, that I put 
the question distinctly to the gentleman from 
| South Carolina. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina now answers that the evidence of these wit- 
nesses was taken before the party accused was 
notified. The witnesses stabbed the reputation of 
a member by giving their evidence in their own 
way, without Solar confronted with the person 


cused, after they had blackened his character, 
that he might appear before them and cross-ex- 
amine the witnesses, who had given their evidence 
in secret. The evidence of Sweeney was taken 
on the 16th of January, and Mr. Gitperr was 
Hotified on the 29th of January, 1857. Now, I 

charge upon this committee that they exceeded 
| their ibaa and have violated the privileges 
of the House, and the constitutional rights of its 
members. They have trampled down the par- 
| liamentary law by this Star Chamber proceeding, 

to blacken and blast the character of some of their 
peers. The rule in Jefferson’s Manual, just cited, 
and which is a part of the rules by which we are 
| governed, and which is the law by which the ac- 
tion of this committee should have been governed 
reads thus: 

“When a committee is charged with an inquiry of a 
member proved to be involved, they cannot proceed against 
him, but must make a special report to the House ; where- 
upon the member is heard in his place or at the bar, ora 
special authority is given to the committee to inquire con- 
| cerning him.’’ 
Have they authority to inquire in reference to 
| Witiram A. Gitpert or any member upon this 
floor? Their authority was to inquire in reference 
tocombinations. I will read the resolution which 
| confers authority upon them; for what I charge is, 
| that this committee has exceeded its authority, 
violated the privileges of this House, and the con- 
stitutional rights of its members. And I charge 
that in their proceeding they have trampled down 
all the guarantees and securities of personal lib- 
erty. Tend here not to talk in behalf of any in- 
dividual man, whether implicated or not; I speak 
not of the case of an individual member; but I 

lead in behalf of the privileges of the House. 

he privileges of the House cannot be waived 
by one of its members, and if he waives them he 
is liable to censure. The privileges of members 
of this House are the privileges of their constitu- 
ents, given to them by the oarene and highest law 
of the land, not as a personal favor, but as a pro- 
tection and safeguard to them as legislators, and 
for the security of those they represent. The 
committee were charged with this authority—and 
nothing else—which appears in the following res- 
olution appointing them: 

« Whereas, certain statements have been made charging 
that members of this House have entered into corrupt com- 
binations for the purpose of passing and preventing the pas- 
sage of certain measures during the present Congress, and 
whereas a member of this House has stated that the article 
referred to ‘ is not wanting in truth :’ Therefore, 

* Resolved, That a committee, consisting of five mem- 
bers, be appointed by the Speaker, with power to send for 





rsons and papers, to investigate said ; and that 
via communes om the evidence taken, whataction, 
in their judgment, is necessary on the part of the House, 
without any unnecessary delay.” 
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accused. Then the committee notified the ac- || 





February 19, 


This is the authority given to that committe. 
If, in their inquiries whether there be such com. 

| binations, it should appear that an individya| 
| member is involved, what does the parliamenta 
law require? They cannot proceed, when the 
name of an individual member is brought before 
them, without coming into this House and oh. 
taining its authority to proceed in investigatiy 
the transactions of that member. A Star Chan’ 
ber sits under your Capitol, with closed doors; and 
summons profligates from the streets to blacken 
the character of your members, trampling down 
the safeguards and protections that are given to 
the meanest criminal at the bar of a criminal cour, 
—the privilege of oo confronted with the wit. 
nesses against him, and meeting his accusers face 
to face. This Star Chamber, with its closed doors 
after it has summoned its profligates to blacken the 
character of members, then, forsooth, givesa copy 
of the testimony to any member fanpticated, and 
offers to permit him to call the witnesses back to 
reéxamine them. Now, we deny that this man, 
Sweeney, turned out by your Doorkeeper because 
of his profligacy, is entitled to credit anywhere, 
and the testimony of his neighbors is that the 
would not believe him under oath. Still this com- 
mittee were ready to take the evidence of this prof- 
ligate against the sworn statement of one of your 
members. It is a proceeding unheard of and 
| unknown in this Republic. For the first time in 
| the history of the Republic has a Star Chamber 
| attempted to try, by a packed jury, with packed 
| witnesses, a compeer of the judges. For the first 
time are legislators here to be stabbed in the dark, 
| and that, too, by their compeers sitting as a jury, 
to ge er the character of their witnesses. 

desire to read a little of this testimony. Mr. 
Sweeney ison the stand. It is alleged that a con- 
tractis entered into—about what? Anything pend- 
ing before Congress? No, sir. Anything which 
| ever has been pending before Congress? No, sir. 
This committee go outside of their authority, and 
| rake upa menial and a profligate, and bring him 
to their Star Chamber, and question him —about 








(este ree 


what? Anything they were authorized to ask 
about? They inaniveshout nsthing which is pend- 
ing before Congress, but in reference to a book res- 
olution which he swore never was offered, and 
which has never been attempted to be offered. 
Here is one question put to this witness by one of 
the committee, to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House. His evidence is under oath; 
and he tells your committee that if they will put 
their question in the right way they will draw 
something out of him, but unless they do, he will 





notanswer. He goes upon the stand sworn to - 


tell the truth, and the whole truth, and he tells 
your committee, in the face of that fact, that he 
will not say anything unless the question is put 
in the right way. Mr. Warner questions this 
witness, and tells him that it is due to other par- 
ties who have testified before the committee, and 
therefore he asks the question; the Star Chamber 
corroborating witnesses and protecting their char- 
acter, while they assail the character and the 
integrity of the legislative body to which they 
belong! 

Now, sir, I charged that the committee exceeded 
its authority. I have shown it from the resolu- 
tion of their appointment, and from their ques- 
tions to the witnesses. I charge that they have 
violated the privileges of this House by proceed- 
ing to inquire, when a member is involved, before 
getting authority from the House to make such 


inquiries. 

‘Mr. QUITMAN. Idesire to know of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, as a matter of interest 
to the House, from what source he procures the 
testimony to which he has referred ? 

Mr. GROW. I hold in my hand the copy of 
the testimony which was served upon Mr. Gu- 
BERT by this committee some eighteen days after 
it was taken. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I desire to interrupt the gen- 
tleman for a single moment. 

Mr. GROW. If I yield to one for a moment, 
I must yield to everybody. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Only one moment. Does my 
colleague decline to yield? I want him to answer 
that question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say, 
that when a member has the floor upon a question 
he is entitled to it without interruption; and it is 
impossible for a debate to be carried on in this 
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1857. 
House, especially upon such a subject as this, if 
every member of the House feels privileged to 
ipterrupt every other member. A member should 
rise and state a question of order to the House. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I woulg inquire of the 
Chair whether, when a member thinks another is 
speaking out of order, he cannot raise a question 
of order? 

The SPEAKER. He can rise to a point of 
order most certainly. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Ishould be happy to know 
whether the remarks of the Speaker were in- 
tended to apply to me? 

The SPEAKER. Notat all. 
the House, and the Chair has repeatedly made 
the remark. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I wish merely to make this 
remark, that it has been customary, since I have 
had the honor of a seat here, to permit gentlemen 
toask questions of members occupying the floor. 
If 1 am out of order in asking a simple gues- 
tion 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi was not out of order. The Chair recog- 
ae the gentleman, and the inquiry was made 
and answered. But upon an occasion like this, 
it will be apparent to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi and every other gentleman, that debate can- 
not be carried on understandingly if every mem- 
ber rises to interrupt. The Chair stated at the 
commencement of this Congress that he did not 
favor the practice of interruption, and that it could 
only be allowed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GROW. have no idea of consuming 
much of the time of the House. I did not rise 
for any lengthened discussion, The state of my 
health does not warrantit. I only rose to sustain 
the point which I made when the committee pro- 
posed to make their report, and to refer briefly 
to the authorities on which I rely to sustain my 
position. 

The second point is, that the committee violated 
the privileges of the House, according to the 
Manual, which is a part of the law of this House. 
In the noted Cilley duel case the committee re- 
ported that the privileges of the House had been 
violated. ‘They named the men who had violated 
the privileges of the House, and proposed action 
in reference tothem. The House laid that report 
on the table, for the reason that the committee had 
violated the privileges of the House. That was 
a case where it was impossible for the investiga- 
tion to go on without involving members who 
everybody knew were engaged in the transaction. 
Jonathan Cilley had been shot in a duel. The 
House knew perfectly well who were the parties 
in it when they ordered the investigation and 
inquiry into the cause of the death of Cilley, and 
whether the privileges of the House had been 
violated. That was their authority. The com- 
mittee did as the committee have done in this case 
—save that they did not trample down the com- 
mon law, which gives protection to personal lib- 
erty. They notified the members inculpated that 
they should hold their investigation at a particular 
time and place, and that they could appear to meet 
their witnesses and croBs-examine them. That 
notice was given to euch of the parties who were 
implicated in their report. ‘This committee, how- 
ever, thought it proper to sit with closed doors, 
and to trample down those great safeguards which 
American eee and freemen the world over, 
prize as the bulwarks of their liberty. No man 
is to be assailed by a tribunal having authority 











to one his character, whether that tribunal be. 


legislative or judicial, without being confronted 
with his accusers Under this rule of the Man- 
ual which I have read, when a committee is 
charged with an inquiry where a members’ priv- 
ileges are involved, they cannot proceed against 
him, but must come into the House, and report 
the fact, and then the House gives them author- 
ity to inquire as to the matter, or they appoint a 
select committee for that purpose, or they hear 
the member at the bar. 

Now that great safeguard and privilege which 
belongs to this legislative body — which belongs 
to the constituencies which it represents — not to 
them as individuals—is trampled down by this 
committee. I stand here, sir, to vindicate the 
constitutional rights of individual members — to 
vindicate the constitutional rights which the par- 
liamentary law gives to those whom they repre- 
sent. And I stgnd here to vindicate the character 


They apply to | 
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of the*public servants against the foul calumnies 
of base profligates. The full report of the testi- 
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mony which the committee furnished to these | 


members shows—what? That there was some 
kind of talk between these members and Sweeney 
abouta book resolution to be introduced into Con- 
gress. It was never introduced, however. This 


that Mr. Gitpert was to have one cent. He 
swears it distinctly ; but his impressions are he was 
to have something. This committee press him to 
the wall to know his impressions, requiring him to 
give what he had heard, instead of what he knew. 

I charge upon this committee again that they 


| witness on the stand swore that he did not know | 


| 
| 


have been ready to stab the characters and repu- | 


tations of members of this House, while they 
stood as a wall of fire around the character of the 
witness. 


and confront the witnesses who were to impeach | 


his character. 
examinations and cross-examine the men who 
assailed his reputation, while members on this 
floor were denied that right. It is a proceeding, 
Mr. Speaker, unheard of in the history of this 
country; and Ged grant that it may be the last of 
the kind! If men are to be assailed, let them be 
assailedindaylight. If corruption exists in your 
legislation, bring it to the public gaze by the rules 


He was allowed to come in before them, | 


} 
| 


He could sit there at the various | 


which govern you as men and as legislators, | 
throwing around every man the great safeguard | 


of the Constitution. 

I desire to screen no man from a fair scrutiny 
into his conduct; but I do object to this mode of 
trial. I voted for all the measures proposed by 
the committee, to pursue this investigation thor- 
oughly, faithfully, and efficiently. I did vote, 
gra with great reluctance, for a law they intro- 
That law trampled down the great safe- 
guard of personal liberty. I voted for it under the 


ees ;and when this committee shall have been | 
| dispose 


of, I shall, if I chance to occupy a seat 
on this floor, propose to repeal the parts of that 
law which take away from men the securities that 


| courts of justice give them on the witness-stand. 


I voted for the measure under the exigency of the 
circumstances, in order to give to that committee 


and ferret out fraud if it existed. 


dreamed, sir, that they would ever attempt to | 


| the full and efficient powers which they demanded | 
of us, to enable them to pursue this investigation, || 
But I never | 


ferret out fraud and corruption and wrong, by | 


trampling on justice and right and the securities 
of personal liberty. 


| Mr. Speaker, I have stated that this proceed- | 
ing is without precedent; and I desire to make 


one remark on that point. Congress, in all its 
investigations, if members were involved at all, 
have named, in the authority given to the com- 
mittees, the names of members so implicated, or 
they were to inquire into a certain traysaction. 
That was the special authority under which they 


| were to act, and under it they have notified the 
| members implicated, that they might be present 
| when evidence was taken against them. 
here the committee, without such notice, have |} 


But 


undertaken to sustain their report on evidence of 
a witness contradicted by the testimony of a mem- 


| ber of this House—impeached by the open, direct, 


and plain declaration of his neighbors, that he is 
not to be believed under oath; and by the decla- 


ration of a man whom he names here as a party | 


in this transaction—one of them being Mr. Chase, 
of New York. He stands before this committee 
impeached by all the testimony, except as to the 
fact to which Mr. Triplett swears. This contract 
was drawn up in his own handwriting. It was 
made payable to Sweeney. The money was to 
be asd to Sweeney; and Sweeney swears that he 
does not know that Mr. Gitserr was to have a 
cent. Hecould only give his impression. Gu- 
BERT’s name does not appear in the contract at all. 

Now, sir, the point which I made on this report, 
is the point that was made in the Cilley duel case 
by Mr. Robertson, of Virginia, by John Quincy 
Adams, of Massachusetts, by Millard Fillmore, 
of New York, and by a host of other eminent 
men of the Republic. John Quincy Adams de- 
clared that the committee in that case had them- 
selves been guilty of a greater violation of privi- 
lege than that which they were inquiring into, and 
that they ought to have a committee to investigate 
their conduct. Millard Fillmore declared that the 
report ought not to be received, and ought not to 
be printed. Why? Because, he said, it was com- 


1} e ° 
'| this written contract. 
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posed of ex parte testimony, taken in the absence 
| of the party accused; because it was trying a man 
for a criminal offense without his having an op- 
portunity of hearing the testimony. In that case 
_ the committee notified every member that he could 
= before the committee. 
_ Mr. ORR. Was not that report ordered to be 
printed ? 

Mr. GROW. I read from the Congressional 
Globe, volume 6, page 321. I have not the time 
nor strength to descant further upon any of this 
testimony, taking it up as a lawyer would take it 

| up, and sifting it. Ishallnotdothat. But I call 
| the attention of the House to this one fact: There 
is no evidence implicating the member from New 
York, save the evidence of this man Sweeney, 
_who was discharged by the Doorkeeper of this 
House for his profligacy, and of this man Trip- 
lett, who was discharged from the Pension Office 
for malfeasance in office. This is the testimony 
upon which this committee stand to blast the 
character of a member of this House. Sweeney 
| and Triplettare the only men who have made any 
| reference to Mr. Gurpert at all. The copy of 
the testimony which has been furnished to this 


‘| member from New York contains only the testi- 


| mony of these two men. Triplett does not say 
| that he knows Mr. GitBert was to receive one 
dollar. Sweeney says he does not know that Mr. 
GiLBERT was to receive one dollar. 
| Triplett says that, from the general reputation 
of Congress, he was satisfied that nothing could 
be gotten through this House unless it was bought 
| through. This was the man whom the committee 
took to their bosoms to blast the reputation of 
Congress. He declares to the committee that 
Congress is so corrupt that nothing can be gotten 
|| through Congress unless it is bought through; 
|, but he does not know that Mr. Gitperr was to 
receive any compensation. It was only his im- 
| pression that such was the fact. 
|| But, again, this contract was made between 
|| Triplett and Sweeney, and not between Mr. Gi- 
|| BERT and any other man; and I submit that the 
|| reasonable supposition is that Sweeney himself 
| was to be the beneficiary of that contract. His 
name was in it upon its face, and he must impli- 
cate somebody, judging from his character as far 
as itis known to me. I say it is a fair supposi- 
| tion that he was to receive the money from Trip- 
lett, and that Mr. Gi_Bert was to receive nothing 
in the transaction, and never made any contract 
in reference to the matter whatever. Sweeney 
came to Triplett and represented that he wanted 
Neither of the witnesses 
knows or pretends to know that Mr. Gitpert was 
| to receive any money in case the resolution pass; 
and no such resolution was ever offered in Con- 


|| gress at all. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. I wish to ask the gentleman 


|| from Pennsylvania one question; that is, where 


did he get his authority for saying that Mr. Trip- 

| lett was turned out of office for malfeasance ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that during 
this discussion I shall object to any interruption 

or questioning by members. 

r.GROW. The other part of this testimony, 
upon which the committee rely, is about the lowa 
| railroad. Who isthe witness—Sweeney. What 
does he say? That Gircserr told him in the street 
that he was to have seven square miles of land and 
some stock for voting for that railroad bill. Sir, 
who believes it? If there is any man in this House 
'| who believes it, he has more credulity than I have. 
The Iowa railroad would not have much land to 
'| build railroads with, if they dealt it out in that 
way. Does any man here suppose that a gentle- 
man would voluntarily place in the possession of 
| another person information that would send him 
| to the penitentiary and blast his reputation for- 
‘| ever? Itis like men I have seen in my practice 
|| in the courts — though it has been very brief — 
' who are giving State’s evidence, where the wit- 
' ness declares that another voluntarily told him 
| what would, if believed, make him infamous, and 
|| consign him to the dungeon for years. Sir, does 
| any one suppose that a member of Congress would 
| volunteer information that would blast his repu- 








|| tation? But this witness says that Mr. Chase was 





the person with whom the contract was made. 

Now, sir, Mr. Chase swears that it was not 

made. 

are ORR. How does the gentleman know 
at? 
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Mr. GROW. 








I will modify what I have stated, || 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, we | 


and will say, that if I am correctly informed, || have been discussing here something or nothing. | 
The motion is to receive the whole report and | 


Mr. Chase swears that no such contract was 


made; and I shall take it for granted that such 
was the fact, unless some member of the commit- | 


tee states otherwise. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Griperrt did not call Mr. Chase 
to contradict it. 

Mr. GROW. There is another fact which ap- 
on in this testimony which strikes me as a 
ittle singular. In the inquiries of the committee 
about these railroads, why did they confine their 
questions to these three roads—the Iowa, Wis- 
consin, and Michigan roads? There were roads 
in Florida, Alabama, and Mississippi, which 


were also before the House, and why did not | 


they extend their inquiries to these roads? 
Now, sir, | make no charge as to the motives 


of this committee; but I say, as I said in the out- | 


sét, that they have been derelict in their duty; 
first in exceeding the authority given them by 
the House, and next in violating the privileges 
of the House and trampling down the constitu- 
tional rights of its members. 


|| 


| 
| 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I think this House | 





has some reason to be surprised 
Mr. ORR. If my colleague on the committee 


will allow me, I desire to know precisely what is | 


the question before the House ? 
The SPEAKER. 


under the resolution authorizing the appointment 


The Chair has stated that, | 


of the committee, it is competent for the House | 


to receive, as a matter of privilege, the report of 
the select committee so far as it goes to implicate 
a member of the House. It is for the House to 
determine what action they will take upon it. 
Mr. ORR Isit necessary that a motion should 
be made to receive the report? 
The SPEAKER. 
ceived to that extent. 
Mr. ORR. 
disposition of it? 
Phe SPEAKER. It is for the House to de- 
termine what action shall be taken. 


It is com- | 


° i | 
petent for the committee to report the facts elicited 
by them to the extent that a member is implicated, | 


but not to go beyond that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Then the report 
is received, no objection being made; I now move 
that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. GROW. I object to the reception of the 
report. M i point of order is against its reception. 
It is, that by making this report the committee 
exceeded its authority. 
to make any such report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is com- 
petent for the committee to investigate this sub- 
ject, and report to the House. They have inves- 
tigated it, and reported that such and such are 
the facts, in their judgment, and that such and 
such members are implicated. 

Mr. GROW. Does that include the testimony 
in this case? 


They had no authority 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- | 


stand it as testimony, but the grounds upon 
which the committee state to the House that a 
member is implicated. 
determine what action is to be taken. 

Mr. GROW. Does that include anything more 
than the resolution upon which the House is to 
act ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state 
that it includes the fact that the committee have 
invesugated the subject referred to them, and 
report that, in their judgment, a member of the 
House is implicated in the general matter charged. 
Beyond that no order is taken. 

Mr.GROW. The House can order the report 
to be printed or not, as it pleases, * 

The SPEAKER. It can. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Then the report is 
received, and the motion now is to print. 

Mr. ORR. I do not understand that the report 
is received. 

The SPEAKER. 
stated. 

Mr. ORR, Then I suggest to my colleague 
te move that the entire report be received and 
printed. 

Mr. GROW. 
table. 

Mr.ORR. The Fentleman has not the floor to 
make that motion. 


It is received to the extent 


I move to lay that upon the 


It is for the House to | 


The report is already re- | 


Then the question is now as to the | 


| For, sir, if it be packed, you packed it; and if we 
have packed witnesses we did it as the persons | 





| discovered ? 


| 


| priety of the report from that statement of his | 


order it to be printed. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania was arguing the pro- 
priety of the reception of the report, and objected 
that the report was beyond the jurisdiction of the 
committee; and then, forgetting that a question of 


jurisdiction excludes the party from going into | 
the weight or character of the evidence taken, he | 


has indulged the House in an elaborate disquisition 
on the character of the evidence, the character of 
the witnesses, the style of the examination, and 
the justice of the conclusions of the committee. 
And because the honorable gentleman differs from 
the committee in the conclusion they have drawn, 


he logically deduces the conclusion thatthe House 


should not be allowed to judge on that point. As | 


to the question of a trial having taken place be- 
fore any tribunal, the suggestion is as accurate as 
the one that preceded it. The committee have 
not pretended to place any man on trial. 


They | 


have done what this House ordered them to do— | 
a task they would most cheerfully have washed | 
their hands of; but, when they assumed it, oar 


resolved that it should be done, and not avoided. 
They have, sir, examined asto whether there are 
combinations among members of a corrupt char- 
acter, tending to corrupt the source of law in the 
United States. That was ordered by the resolu- | 
tion for which this House voted almost unani- | 
mously. 

They have done another thing that the House | 
ordered. They have taken the testimony and | 
reported itto this House. Isitsaid, because that | 
testimony tends to implicate one member, that | 
therefore it cannot be reported? Then I suppose | 
we might have saved ourselves the trouble of | 
ordering the investigation, and the still greater | 
folly of ordering the committee to report what the | 
House would afterwards not allow them to report. | 
Is that the argument of the honorable gentleman ? 
Then are they to stop with a mere report of the 
evidence? And is that the only portion of this | 
report which the House can recognize? The | 
resolution under which we act says that we shall | 
report to the House what action on its part, in our | 
judgment, is proper to be taken. As to what we | 
shall report there is no limitation except our judg- | 
ments. The House may or may not agree with 
that judgment, but we dare not report to the 
House anything but our judgment. It may be 
rational or irrational; just or unjust; but to the 
extent of our judgment we are bound to report. | 
The charge of the gentleman is not that it is not 
our judgment, but that the judgment is wrong. 
Perhaps gentlemen can judge of the logical con- 
clusion of the honorable gentleman as to the pro- | 





argument. 

Well, sir, he says in addition that this report 
shall not be received, because it is made by a 
packed court with packed witnesses. A singular 
compliment to the distinguished, and able, and 
honest gentleman who presides over this body! 





you appointed for that purpose. It is due, ina | 
charge of that kind, that the honorable member 
should do something else than merely suggest 
that the committee was packed; and until he shall 


| doit, I shall pass it by with no other remark than 


that I treat the suggestion upon your behalf, Mr. 
Speaker, as well as upon my own, with utter con- 
tempt. [Cries of ** Good !”’] 

Then, sir, we are in the line of the duty marked 
out by the resolution under which we acted. Are 
we to report it or not? Were we senton a child’s | 
errand to hunt about in the dark for conspiracies, 
and then to conceal the conspiracy when it was | 
Or may we report fifty members, 
and not one? Or is there something in the number 
**four’’ which this committee may submit, magi- | 
cal in its power which prevents the report? Or, if | 
we are to inquire about combinations, and those 
combinations exist, are they combinations of 

hosts or combinations of men outside of this 
Fall, in the lobby, or combinations of members 
of this House; and if there are combinations 
here, may we not state the evidence of which the 
combination is composed? And are the eyes of 
the House blinded and their lips sealed to these 
facts? If the House sent me upon any such 
childs play, they mistook their instrument; and 





if they supposed that I was to examine witness,, 
and not to report to this House, they mistook 
their instrument again; and if they sapposed that 
any such attack as has been made on the pro- 
ceedings of the @ommittee can in the slightest qo. 
gree affect my judgment or my action before this 
House, they have made a still greater mistake 
I came, sir, weer this committee with no private 
purpose to subserve, entirely in the dark as to 
upon whom the burden of the investigation mich, 
lie. It has fallen near to my personal friends. | 
resolved that I would know nothing eXcept the 
bare fact that an individual, be his relation to 
me or any other what it might, was implicated 
by evidence; that shutting my eyes to his rel. 
| tions, and remembering only that I am chargeq 
| here with the purification of the Republic, if it bp 
impure, I would honestly do my duty whateye,; 
might be the consequences, even the criticism of 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania! 
Mr. Speaker, what are the legal merits of 
the objection? I think whatI have said alread 
shows that the House cannot proceed a step with. 
out receiving the whole report; that they cannot 
say that the resolutions are not to be received ag 
a part of the report, unless they say they are not 
our judgment, and I do not understand that that 
is suggested. Then, sir, a single word in refer. 
ence to the honorable gentleman’s comments upon 
the testimony. What that testimony proves, 
we have said in our report read this morning, 
Whether that conclusion be correct or incorrect, 
it is for the members of this House, the honor. 
able member included, to decide. We have been 
authorized to trynoone. We have tried noone, 
We were authorized to inquire. We have in- 
quired. We have held the position of masters in 
chancery, to take the evidence and lay it before 
this body. We were ordered sotodo. We per- 
formed the duty of a master in chancery, and gave 
notice to the opposite parties as soon as we saw 
that their interests or reputations were involved. 
We have done more than such committees here- 
tofore have done. We have laid before the parties 
implicated a complete copy of the whole evi- 
dence relating to them. Nay, we did even more 
than that. When they came before us, we never 
dreamed of making a report if they desired to 
have witnesses examined in their presence, and 
so stated to them; and they declined to have the 
witnesses recalled and examined in their presence. 
If, then, they declined to have the witnesses ex- 
amined in their presence, could we compel them 
to be there to hear them examined over again; 
and if not, should the evidence be suppressed 
because they did not choose to subject the wit- 
nesses to examination in their presence? Andif 
they had that power, by wae! refusing to attend, 
to suppress the evidence, what is this but a farce? 
Then they have nothing of which they carcom- 
lain. 
t I shall not now comment upon this evidence. 
It may be my painful task hereafter to do it; and 
when I do it, I shall do it in a spirit different 
from that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
I shall do it calmly, qugetly, and deliberately, as 
a judge, and not as an advocate; endeavoring to 
enlighten, not to mislead; in order that a true 
deliverance may be made between the Republic 
and her children, so that the guilty may be pun- 
ished, if they are guilty, and if not guilty, may 
go forth untarnished before the world. 

The evidence, therefore, ought to be reported. 
I presume that those gentlemen will be, at the 
proper time, put upon their trial before this House, 
on the evidence taken on their part as well as 
upon the part of the House —the prosecutor in 
this case. They had an oppeaniey to have 
their evidence before the committee. They have 
examined witnesses—witnesses, some to fact, and 
some to character. All that evidence is spread 
upon the general report, and will be duly sub- 
mitted to the House. 

The only question, then, which the House will 
have to pass upon will be, whether, upon that 
evidence so taken, they will found an additional 
investigation, which, at this stage of the session, 
is equivalent to saying that they will cover up 
what the committee have discovered, or whether 
they will pass their judgment upon the weight of 
that testimony, and say whether the resolutions 
reported by the committee as to the facts found 
are true, and whether the last, which fixes the 
punishment, be right. If any gentleman differs 
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